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I have no apology, and but. little explanation 
for publishing this discussion. In a few cases where 
‘authors were quoted, which I had not with me, I 
have looked up their statements in correction of -Mr. 
_Grant’s references, and inserted the true statements. 
Mr. Grant’s speeches are not usually given as lengthy 
_ as mine; those present will testify that his addresses 
- contained much repetition. Nephesh and Nephesh 
Chatyah were repeated until it reverberated on the 
"air, as repeated at night, by persons on their way 
home from the discussion. Miles Graat and his 
friends were jubilant before I arrived, and_ his 
- friends claimed that no one could meet him. After, 
_by the energy of my good friend, John Brightman, | 
I was landed there, both Mr. Grant and his 
friends wanted as little of the er iesion as possible, 
and Mr. Grant ‘positively refused to debate one after- 
noon, though a large majority of the people requested 
it, and. he was in good health. The facilities for 
“conveying to the reader the discussion were: 1. 
_Extensive notes taken by Rev. N. R. Luce, the able 


moderator. 2. Considerable notes taken by myself. 
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3. <A like debate by Mr. Grant, containing the 


same argument .on the same subject. I have 


sought to fairly represent Mr. Grant, and to convey 
to the reader all his thoughts. I found him inco-. 


herent in some things, greatly prejudiced by an 


erroneous doctrine, and once he lost his balance 


completely in’a most incourteous spirit of indigna- 
tion, yet I entertain for him only feelings of love 
and hope the day will come when he will both see 
and abandon his great error, and advocate the dignity 


and immortality of man. WILLIAM DILLON. 
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DEBATE 


ON 


MAN’S IMMORTALITY. 


PROPOSITION I.—Do the Scriptures and science 
teach that man will consciously live out of the body, 
during the interval between the death of the body 
and the resurrection ? 


AFFIRMATIVE, William Dillon, D. D. 
NEGATIVE, Miles Grant. 


NRE DILLON’S ‘OPENING: ADDRESS: 


- Mr. Moderator, Ladies and Gentlemen: We have | 
assembled to consider a difference of views in doc- 
_trine, and the interpretation of Scripture, to deter- 
mine whether man is.entirely physical and material 

or whether in man’s composition, there is a part 

which survives decay, overleaps death, oversteps the 

grave, and lives, after death has inflicted its. utmost 
work on man. I come in the service of my Lord 
and Master Jesus Christ, in defense and advocacy of 
his cause. In his name and on his errand I am here. 
‘I pray for his help that the majesty of truth may be 
maintained, his name glorified, and the right vindi- 

cated. It is a just cause of satisfaction to me, and 
all interested that he who has been selected as my 
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opponent in this discussion, is a distinguished dis- 
putant and advocate of the teachings of his church, 
who has frequented the arena of polemics. Unlim- 


ited privilege of choice was given by me, when the | 


challenge was accepted, as to the selection of an advo- 
cate of what we regard as a stupendous error, and 
it was improved by going to the hub—to Boston, 
and the obtainment of a man who has girdled the 
globe with debates, in Belfast, Ireland, in Australia, 
and many parts of our own country. He has had 
previously one hundred and one discussions, with as 


many self-reported victories.. This Sullivan has come - 
from Boston with.the world’s championship to fight 


Corbett, and with a result completing the parallel. 


We differ as to man’s being. I hold that man has in~ 


his essential nature a part that death cannot reach, 
the grave cannot claim, that consciously lives when 
the body is dead. Death does not terminate his 
existence, nor the grave bound his being. Man’s 


life is not dependent on the vitality of organized mat- | 


ter, nor can the chemical law of decomposition mar 
it. We live beyond the rifted ground of our graves, 
as Christians to meet the God we have loved; and the 


friends we have lost. My. distinguished opponent 


holds that death blots us from being, that material 


organization is essential to life, that a blank in our 


being measures the period from death to the resur- — 


rection, that even God must have an organization in 


order to live, that death. produced non-existence 


with Christ, until the resurrection restored to him 
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conscious life. This is the issue we are pledged in 
the proposition to investigate, that I hope will give 
wing to truth and: suppress error. That man was 
created with the capability to live after the shock of 
death, is a belief that has lived in the language, and 
has been cherished in the hopes of all nations, 
tongues, and tribes of earth, by the wisest and best 
of men and alike with the untutored tribes. This is 
too well attested by the evidence of history to be 
susceptible of question or dispute.. The philosophers, 
with Socrates in the front, taught that man survived 


death. The Jew held that after death he would be 


gathered to his pious fathers, though buried at a dis- 
tance from them. The heathen nations ‘spoke of 
Elysian fields, of the gardens of the gods where 
they should drink the luscious cup of nectar to sate 
their thirst, and overtake their death divided: friends. 
The untaught Indian, beatenback by the white man’s 
ax, plow and gun, believed that beyond death he 
would live with the great spirit, smoke the pipe of 


unmolested peace, and pursue the game on happier 


hunting grounds with better hope of success. But 
if such hopes heaved with joy the breasts of the less 


_ enlightened, what shall we say of the Christian who. 
_has the accumulated light of the ages by which mil- 
lions of suns, illustriously illuminating, shine in 


splendor on the grave to disperse the night shade 


and give a light that pierces through the tomb, 
bringing immortality to the clearest light through the 
gospel. The hosts of Christian martyrs, confessors, 
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commentators, scientists and sages have taught it, 
poets have attuned it to song, and theologians have 
given it wing and currency. The living have been 


cheered by it, the hero made brave to risk his phys- , 


ical life and: brave death, the dying have been sup- 
ported in its assurance, it is interwoven with the text- 
ure of our nature, cognized by our intuitions, until 
the hand looks cruel that would smite the pleasing 
prospect and shroud our hopes with gloom. But 
high above our fears, and far beyond all other evi- 
dences stands the clear proof of God’s word accredit- 
ing the certain fact of man’s survival of death. To 
this we now turn for proof. -We lay down the fol- 
lowing pseliminary proposition. The Scriptures 
sometimes affirm of a-part of man’s being what they 


do not affirm of the.whole, and hence they speak © 


of man: 1; In his complex nature composed of 
body and spirit. 2, Of the spirit alone when sepa- 
rated from the body. 3, Of the body alone after 
the soul has fled. The first as to man living here 
with the spirit encased and emplaced in the body. 
The second of the soul consciously living out of, and 
after it has departed from the body, and third of the 
dead body as knowing nothing, and from which 
thought has perished. These divisions must be 
kept in mind to properly understand, and place as 
wise architects, each passage of scripture in its place, 
composing a symmetrical building, with every scrip- 
tural piece of timber in its place. | 

I. The Scriptures teach that man is capable of 


4 — 
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living out of the body, that the spirit departs from 
the body at death, and that after the dissolution of 
the body the soul consciously exists. In support of 
this proposition I adduce the succeeding Scripture 
testimony. 2. Corinthians 4: 16-18; 5: 1-8. 


For which cause we faint- not; but though our out- 
ward man perish, yet the inward man is renewed day by day. 

For our light affliction, which is but for a moment, 
worketh for us a far more exceeding and eternal weight of 
glory ; : 

While we look not at the things which are seen, but 
at the things which are not seen: for the things which are 
- seen are temporal; but the things-which are not seen are 
eternal. 

For we know that if our earthly house of this taber- 
-nacle were dissolved, we have a building of God, an house 
not made with hands, eternal in the heavens. 

For in this we groan, earnestly desiring to be clothed 
-upon with our house which is from heaven: 

If so be that being clothed we shall not be found naked. 

For we that are in this tabernacle do groan, being 
burdened: not for that we would be unclothed, but clothed 
upon, that mortality might be swallowed up of life. 

Now he that hath wrought us for the selfsame thing is 
God, who also hath given unto us the earnest of the Spirit. 

Therefore we are always confident, knowing that, 
whilst we are at home in the body, we are absent from the 
Lord: 

_ (For we walk by faith, not by sight:) 

‘We are confident, I say, and willing rather to be 

absent from the body, and to be present with the Lord.” 


his. Scripture teaches, 1.) That we have :an/:out- 
ward visible man, and an innef invisible man in the 
'same compound being. 2. That while the outward 
man perishes by decay, the. inner man would be 
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renewed and vigorously live. 3. That the things seen 
do not measure our existence, we are to look on the 
eternal and unseen to measure the duration of man’s 
life. 4. That the internal man is not dependent on 
the external visible man for its existence, the one 
may be dissolved and die and we will only move out 
and over into the building of God eternal in the 
heavens. 5. That while we are at homein the body 
we are absent from the Lord. 6. That when we are 
absent from the.body we will be present with. the : 
Lord. Could words be better chosen, or language 
more fitly employed to express man’s existence after 
the death of the body? I present in further proof 
of man’s survival of death, Philippians I: 21-25. | 


For to me to live is Christ, and to die is gain. 

But if I live in the flesh, this is the fo of my labour: 
yet what I shall choose I wot not. 

For I am in a strait betwixt two, having a desire to 
depart, and to be with Christ; which is far better. 

Nevertheless to abide in the flesh is more needful for 
you. 

And having this ainaates I know that I shall abide 
and continue with you all for your furtherance and Joy of | 
faith ;” 

. This teaches that two conflicting choices came to 
Paul, one was to live in the flesh, to help the church; 
the other was to depart out of the flesh and’ be with 
Christ which was far better for him. This view of 
things cannot be harmonized with Mr. Grant’s theory 
that man cannot live aWay from the body, it com- 
pletely comports with the theory I advocate. 2. 


Petets ih Laarn if 
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Yea, I think it meet, as long as I am in this taber- 
nacle, to stir you up by putting you in remembrance. 

Knowing that shortly I must put off this my tabernacle, 
even as our Lord Jesus Christ hath shewed me. 

Moreover I will endeavor that ye may be able after 
my decease to have these things always in remembrance.” 
_ The tabernacle in which was located the ego Peter, 

was his body. The ‘I’ that lived in. this tabernacle 
. would shortly put off ‘“‘This my tabernacle.” But 
how could I put off the body unless there was an_ 
- inner man who should survive the putting off of the 
outward man. What is called putting off the taber- 
_nacle is also called his decease. ‘‘As long as | am 
in this tabernacle” implies that he expected to live 
~ elsewhere after he was out of his body. To: these 
clear Scriptures a wéak offset is attempted, founded 
©on i. Cor. 5:°3; and» Col. .2:°5;-where Paul speaks 
of being present in spirit with distantly located breth- — 
ren, but a sufficient refutation of this vain attempt 
is found in the fact that states that he was in the 


body, in the flesh, and no indications are given of _ 


death, departure, or moving out of the body, but: 
only of imagining himself present while living in the 
body. . There is therefore no. parallel, nor invalida- 
tion in the least found here. In the ninetieth Psalm 
and tenth verse, Moses who is believed to be its | 
author says. ‘The days of our years are three score 
years and ten and if by reason of strength, they be 
four score years, yet is their strength labour and sor- 
row; for it is soon cut off, and we fly away.” Here 
allusion is made to the period and limit of man’s 








12 + ‘Immortality and Annihilation. 


-earthly life. At seventy or eighty it closes. At its 
close some part personated and embraced collectively 
in the pronoun ‘‘we” is saidto fly away. What 
part is it that flies away? It is a rule of figurative 
language, that between the figure employed and the 
thing signified by the figure, there must be a striking 
likeness. What similarity is there between the con- 
veyance of the lifeless, helpless body to the grave, 
and the swift flight of birds through the air on rapid 
wing? There is absolutely no point of likeness or 


* 


comparison; it is rather a complete’ contrast. The 


only thing to which this figure would fittingly apply 
is the immaterial, deathless spirit winging its way on 
swift pinion from the dying body through the 
ethereal blue, past stars, worlds and systems to its 
_ paradisiacal home to live, rest and be present with 
Jesus in glory. [Time expired. | 


MR. GRANT'S FIRST ADDRESS. 


Mr. Chairman, Ladies and ‘Gentlemen:—This gues- 
tion we are here to discuss, has agitated the ages of 
the past, and now more than any other question 
interests mankind. Men are waking up to this fact 
everywhere. I admit that the soul of man is imma- 


terial, we do not differ on that, but it is not immortal. — 
Paul is the only Scripture writer who speaks of — 


immortality, and he affirms it only of God. I cite in 


proof 1 Timothy 6: 16; **Who only hath immortal- , 


ity, dwelling in the light which no man can approach 


| 
. 
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unto; whom no man hath seen, nor can see: to 
whom be honor and power everlasting. Amen.” 
Since he is the only being that has immortality it 
denies it to all other beings. This is further taught 


in Romans 2: 7, where we are taught to seek immor- 


tality. ‘‘To them who by patient continuance in 
well doing seek for glory and honor and immortality, 
Why are we to seek it, if we already 


bf 


eternal life.’ 
have immortality? Paul tells us in 2 Timothy r: ro, 


«But is now made manifest by the appearing of our 


Savior Jesus Christ, who hath abolished death, and 
hath brought life and immortality to light through 
the gospel.” In 1 Corinthians 15: 53, 54, we have 
the term immortality repeated. ‘For this corrupti- 
ble must put on incorruption, and this mortal must 
put on immortality. So when this corruptible shall 
have put on incorruption, and this mortal shall have 
put on immortality, then shall be brought to pass the 
saying that is written, Death is swallowed up in vic- 
tory.”” These are all the times the Bible mentions 
immortality. We shall now turn to the argument of 
Mr. Dillon and consider it. He quoted a passage in 
2 Corinthians as to the outward and the inward man. 
I will show you how that is. Here is my hat, I put 
my watch into it. Now here is an inward and an 
outward object; the inner object talks, the outer can 
be cast off. I can see nothing in that to help him. 
There are not two intelligent men there. Then he 
presents the passage of Scripture which says, ‘‘We 


know that if our earthly house of this tabernacle were 
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dissolved, we have a building of God, an house not 
made with hands, eternal in the heavens.’’ We have 
here the words building and house, not buildings 
and houses. I do not think it refers to our bodies 
which die to let the spirit go out of theni. - The 
word rendered tabernacle should be rendered tent. 
Wakefield renders it tent, the new version renders it 
tent. In Isaiah 40: 22, we read, “That stretcheth 
out the heavens as a curtain, and spreadeth them out 
as a tent to dwell in.” In Psalm 104: 2; the Psalm- 
ist says, ‘‘Who coverest thyself with light as with a 
garment, who ’stretcheth out the heavens as a cur- 
tainw’?’ In’ Revelation 21: (1; we read, ‘And ysawag 
new heaven and a new earth, for the first heaven and 
the first earth were passed away.’’ So this passage 
in relation to the dissolution of our earthly house, 
refers to the dissolution of the expanse above us, in 
the breaking up of this world: Philippians 1: 23,. 
I think, refers to Christ, not to Paul. What we 
want is fact, not argument. One fact is worth ship- 
loads of argument. Depart here means to return. 
It is so used in Luke 12: 30. It is like the Hebrew 
word soov, meaning to return. Wilson’s Diaglott 
renders the word depart, to return. I am prepared 
to prove that all go to sheol, Ecclesiastes g: 10, 
‘‘Whatsoever thy hand findeth to do,-do it with thy 
might; for there is no work, nor device, nor knowl- 
edge, nor wisdom in the grave whither thou goest.’’ 
All go to the grave, sheol, and there is neither 
knowledge nor wisdom there. I appear before you, 
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~as an honest man, believing what Iam saying. Dr. 
Adam Clarke says, “The doctrine that can not ae 
the test of rational investigation can, mot be trues!) :l 
am aware there is a prejudice against debates of grave 
questions, yet our Saviour engaged in discussion in his 
own time, so did Paul, so did Luther.. Truth covets 
criticism. All truth is harmonious. No two truths 
clash with each other. As the Germans say: ‘The 
clear is the true.’”’ Truth is dangerous oaly to the 
-enemies of the Lord. Error is worthless to. all. 
Any theory, system, or creed. that contradicts a 
single fact must be false. All facts are infallible. 
. Some are axiomatic, that is self-evident; as ‘‘The 
whole of a thing is greater than a part.’’ ‘‘Two 
bodies can not occupy the same space at the same 
time.”’ ‘(Twice two are four.”’ No argument can 
make this any plainer. When we say, ‘‘ The sum of 
the squares of the two legs of a right angle triangle 
are equal to the square of the hypothenuse,”’ that 
requires some demonstration; but it is just as truly a 
fact as twice two are four. What is not taught in 
the Bible can not be Bible doctrine; I think we must 
admit that. The Bible is not ‘‘yea and-nay.” It 
does not teach both affirmative and negative when 
rightly understood. | ; 
Let me give-as a general text for the whole 
debate, 1 Thess. 5: 21, ‘‘Prove all things, hold fast 
that which is good.”’ [ am aware sometimes in 
debates things are turned to ridicule. Mr. Ingersoll 
is noted for turning the Bible and sacred things into 
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ridicule. If one should go before the Supreme 
Court»at Washington hts ridicule would amount to 
nothing, you must there present facts. So to be 
heard before the Queen’s Bench you must bring facts. 


MR DILLON S SECOND EADDEESS 
Mr. Moderator, Ladies and Gentlemen:—1 shall 


continue *my train of thought in proof of man’s 
immortality. I cite in proof Acts 7: 59, ‘‘And they 
stoned Stephen, calling upon God, and saying, Lord 
Jesus, receive my spirit.”’ Stephen was full of the 
Holy Ghost, he looked up into heaven, saw Jesus on 
the right hand of God, he had no idea of being 
blotted from being, but cried, ‘‘Lord Jesus, receive 
my spirit,’’ which means both that he had a spirit 
and that he expected Jesus to receive it. As to the 
original terms employed, any term that is capable of 
expressing life, is able to express that which will 
survive the death of the body. The most exact 
science has conclusively shown that matter will never 
organize without antecedent life, to cause it to weave 
life cells. Since it is clearly demonstrated that mat- 
ter never spontaneously assumes life, and can not 
organize without pre-existent life, it is conclusively - 
proven that life antedates the organization of matter. 
This being true, the life is not dependent on matter, 
and having existed before matter organized, it cer- 
tainly will exist, after that material organism perishes. 
This is not a theory, but a demonstrated fact as 
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shown by Joseph Cook and other scientists. Take 
one of the terms on which we rely the least, psukee. 
It is used indubitably to express the immortal part of 
man in Revelation 20: 4, ‘‘I saw the souls of them 
that were beheaded for the witness of Jesus, and for 
the Word of God.” Here the bodies had been killed 
by beheading, but John saw their souls still lgving. 
Also in Revelation 6: 9, ‘‘I saw under the altar the 
souls of them that were slain for the Word of God.” 
In Hebrews 10: 38, ,it is applied to God, ‘‘If any 
‘man draw back my soul shall have no pleasure in 


be) 


him.” In these three passages psukee is used, in 
reference to that part of man that lives after the body 
is beheaded, and as to God who is a pure Spirit. 
The term pueuma is used in the Scriptures three 
hundred and eighty-five times. First it is applied to 
God, because he is a spiritual being, incorporeal, 
immaterial, not subject to the chemical laws of 
decomposition, dissolution or decay, but is immortal. 
Second, it is applied to the Holy Ghost, which like 
God the Father, is a pure Spirit. Third, it alludes 
to angels who have no material bodies, but are spir- 
‘tual beings. Fourth, to that part of man _ that 
thinks, remembers, reasons, survives the death of the 
body and lives forever. Fifth, to evil spirits that 
have no bodies. Besides this it is once rendered 
wind, ‘‘The wind bloweth where it listeth,’”’ but 
this passage able men have translated, ‘‘The Spirit 
‘breathes where he pleases.’”’ This Word never refers 


to anything perishable or that is subject to decay, . 
2 


nd 
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but always to that which is imperishable. These are 
the Greek words used to signify the immortal part of 
man, and applied to other beings who are not liable 
to death. The Hebrew terms used are nephesh, 
which occurs 752 times, often rendered life. W’shah- 
mah is also used, and JV’dee-vah is used. The 
origimal terms favor the view that man survives death 
and lives forever. The courtesy of discussions sug- 
‘gests more than the seriousness of my opponent’s 
argument, that some attention be paid to Mr. Grant’s 
last!) speech sei Pia Mims) 6s 16, * Wher only wae 
immortality, dwelling in the hght, which no man can 
approach unto, whom no man hath seen nor can see.”’ 
On this Scripture Macnight says, ‘‘Who alone hath 


life. without either beginning or ending, and dwelleth 


in light inaccessible to mortals, which therefore no 
man hath seen, or can see, in this mortal body.”’ 


Whitby interprets it with the same limitation, and 


makes it to refer to God as the possessor of unorigin- 
ated life. Barnes says that Azfanasza as here used 
‘“means, exemption from death, and seems to mean 
that God in his own nature enjoys a perfect and cer- 
tain exemption from death.” The thought is that 


God has underived life, and has a nature not subject 


to death. Man’s life has a beginning, but continues 
to live forever. The Scriptures say, ‘‘Blessed are 


the pure in heart, for they shall see God.” There- | 


fore, ‘‘nor can see’’ must mean that we can not see 


God in this life, and the other part means, that God — 


has exemption from death, but that we must pass 
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through death. There is therefore nothing in this 
paraded passage to deny the immortality of man’s 
soul. .IIn.Romans 2: 7, where we are encouraged 
to seek immortality, the term is not Athanasza, but 
Aphtharsta, meaning the incorruptible state. It does 
not refer to man’s subjective state, but to the incor- 
ruptible inheritance he is to seek objectively. + ‘‘An 
inheritance incorruptible.”’ Aphthartos, as used by 
Peter, does not refer to man’s condition, but to the 
state of the inheritance reserved in heaven for us. 
As to Mr. Grant’s claim that tabernacle should be 
rendered tent in 2 Corinthians 5: 1, we find him 
untrustworthy in his reference to authorities. Wake- 
field gives the passage in his theology, but does not 
render it tent. The Revision renders it tabernacle, 
as does King James’ Version. Incorrect in one 
reference, he presumably is in others. Wilson’s 
_ Diagilott isa translation by a soulsleeper, and in John 
1: 10, Wilson translates ‘‘The world was enlightened 
by him.” Though there is no word in the original 
for enlightened, but his extreme prejudice against 
Jesus having made the world or pre-existed, leads 
him to this warped rendering. He was warped by 
his doctrine like an elm board, laying out in sun, 
rain and frost. I can not see how return can be any 
better for soulsleepers, than depart in Philippians 1: 
23, for Paul is discussing living in the flesh in con- 
trast with departing and being with Christ. If return 
is correct, it must mean to come back to the body, 
which we can not do unless. we have a soul that can 
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go away from the body. As to building and house, . 
it is entirely proper to use a singular representing 
_ the whole. What Paul calls a building and earthly 
house, he also names ‘‘the body,” and says, ‘‘willing 
rather to be absent from the body and to be present 
with the Lord,” which could not be unless man can 
live out of, and away from the body. 

The second argument we present is that man is 
capable of rendering to God spiritual worship, and is 
brought into relation to him, which he can not do 
unless he has a spirit. Job 32: 8, ‘“‘But there isa 
spirit in man: and the inspiration of the Almighty 
giveth them understanding.” Zechariah 12: 1, 
‘“‘The Lord formeth the spirit of man within him.” 
Romans 8: 16, ‘‘The Spirit itself beareth witness 
with our spirit, that we are the children of God.” 
Paul says we are the offspring of God. John 4: 23, 24, 
‘“But the hour cometh, and now is, when the true 
worshipers shall worship the Father in spirit and in 
truth: for the Father seeketh such to worship him. 
God is a Spirit: and they that worship him must 
worship him in spirit and in truth.”’ | 

How can flesh come into affinity with Spirit? 
Certain relations must exist between God and man 
to constitute him a worshiper of God. Since God is 
a Spirit, those who worship must worship in spirit. 
Flesh can not of itself worship God, if it could a 
horse or an ox could worship God equal with men. 
The inspiration of the Almighty is conveyed to man 
through man’s spirit, else God could not communi- 


- 
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cate with man. The testimony that we are the 
children of God is conducted by the Holy Spirit to 
our spirits. We are kindred to God not through 
the flesh, but by the spirit we possess. It is there- 
fore clear that if we have no spiritual nature God 
could not communicate with us, nor could his Spirit 
testify to us that we are God’s children, nor could 
we worship him, nor be his offspring. It is therefore 
necessary that we view man as having a spirit, 
making him kindred, and putting him into relation- 
ship with God who is a Spirit. 


MR, GRANT'S SECOND ADDRESS, 


Mr. Moderator, Ladies and Gentlemen: Nothing 
can live without an organized body, it is impossible to 
have asoul without a body. God even cannotlive with- 
outan organism. Theremustbean organization of some 
_ kind wherever there is life, for nothing can live with- 
out it. God cannot speak without the organization, 
nor can any other being. As to the Scripture speak- 
bing of the departing of Rachel’s soul, it refers to her 
breath going out, in 1 Kings 17: 21. Weread ‘And 
he stretched himself upon the child three times, and 
cried unto the Lord and said, O Lord my God I 
pray thee let-this child’s soul come into him again.’’ 
He prayed for the return of the breath of life to the 
child, and when that came to the child it lived again. 
_Iam as much an immaterialist asa materialist. Life 
is immaterial, thought is immaterial, love is imma- 
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terial. I think I have my opponent, he thinks he 
has me. As to Stephen it is said that he fell asleep 
and devout men carried Stephen to his burial, does 
that mean that the angels carried him? When 
Stephen said, ‘‘Lord Jesus receive my spirit,” it 
means receive my breath of life. James says, ‘‘For ’ 
as the body without the spirit is dead,’’and he means 
that the body without the breath of life. So some 
able men have interpreted. When.it was said to the 
maid ‘‘Arise,’’ her spirit came back again, that is her 
breath of life returned. Man was made in the like- 
ness of his Creator. The word spirit means, 1. A 
living person or being. 2. The Holy Spirit. 3. State 
Ofiminds 40, Breath: .onlite, in eclestastes mreda. 
‘Then shall the dust return to the earth as it was 
and the spirit shall return to God who gave it.” 
Nothing but the breath of life is meant by spirit here. 
In the 104th Psalm and 29th verse we have the state- 
ment, ‘‘Thou hidest thy face, they are troubled; 
thou takest away their breath, they die, and return 
to their dust.” In the 146th Psalm and 4th verse 
- we read, ‘‘His breath goeth forth he returneth to his 
earth, in that very day his thoughts perish”. A man’s 
thoughts perish the day he dies, how can this be if 
he continues to exist consciously? There are nine 
words of special importance, involved in these sub- 
jects, to be examined carefully; and when rightly 
understood they will remove all cause for this discus- 
sion. The first and foremost of these is the Hebrew | 
word xephesh and its corresponding ‘Greek word 
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_ psuche in the New Testament. Nephesh occurs 752 
times in the Old Testament, and. the corresponding 
Greek word psuche 105 times in the New Testament. 
Nephesh isthe only word rendered ‘‘soul” in the Old 
Testament, with two exceptions: 2’shah-mah once, 
pesatian S578) Too. Lhe souls twhich’ 1 have made” 
_that expression will not help us at all to decide 
whether a soul be immortal or conscious or not. The 


other word z'dee-vah once in Job 30: 15:  ‘‘They 
pursue my. soulas the wind.” The word there ren- 
gered soul) 1s) detined), *berality, ':) “excellence,” 


Nephesh is translated .in forty-four different ways in 
the Old Testament; psuche in six different ways in 
the New Testament, making fifty in all, which may 
be reduced to three. Nephesh and psuche are not 
onceyrendered {spirit in) the, whole, Bible.) The 
first use of this Hebrew word represents the life of 
all living creatures. 

I will commence at the beginning. The first use 
of xephesh is in Genesis I: 20, and is applied to the 
animals in the sea before the creation of man, as fol- ° 
lows: ‘‘And God said, Let the waters bring forth 
abundantly the moving creature that hath life (zephesh). 
_Nephesh is rendered ‘‘life’ 120 times in the Old 
Testament. Genesis I: 30, ‘‘everything that creep- 
eth upon the earth wherein there is life” (nephesh). 
Genesis I9: 17, ‘‘escape for thy life” (ephesh); look 
not behind thee.”’ What the angels said to Lot when 
jhe went out of Sodom. Exodus 4: 19.”"...The men 
are dead which sought thy life (zephesh). The word 
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to Moses, Exodus 21: 23, ‘‘Thou shalt give life 
(nephesh) for life’ (xephesh), 1 Samuel 22: 23, ‘‘He 
that seeketh my life (mephesh) seeketh thy life 
(nephesh). Esther 7: 7, “Haman stood up to make 
request for his life (xephesh) to Esther the queen.” 
Proverbs 12: 10, ‘‘A righteous man regardeth the 
life (xephesh) of his beast.” This corresponds with 
Job 12: 10, ‘In whose hand is the soul (xephesh) of 
every living thing.” Jonah 4: 3, ‘“Take my life 
(nephesh) from me.” These are a few samples among 
scores. 


MRO DT LON Supe RD HA TDD RSS, 
Myr. Moderator, Ladtes and Gentlemen: — Mr. 


Grant's assumption that the original terms for soul , 


and spirit mean breath, breath of life, and similar 
meanings, is founded on a fallacy, which is easy of 


detection and exposure. The study of, the origin of © 


terms, reveals the fact that words originate and 
advance in certain comparisons of one thing with 
another, and sometimes in superstitions, out of which 
certain sober facts are drawn, as the term matures. 
In this process words pass through transitions, modi- 
fications and changes, which the wise should observe. 
If, therefore, the beginning of some of these terms 


was breath or wind, they, in the process of compari-_ 


son and application, lost that meaning and came to 
be applied to the immaterial part of man. The com- 
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parison bringing the transition was natural, easy and 


like the history of terminology. Our word prevent, 


& 


from prae before, and vemve to go or come, etymo- 
logically means to go before, but by comparison, 
since he that would hinder an occurrence gets in 
ahead of it, and heads it off, it now is used only in 
the sense of to hinder. Its primitive meaning is 
obsolete, and its derivitive meaning only remains. 
Melancholy is from the Greek melan, black, and 
cholos, bile. The ancients believed that when the 
black bile diffused through the system it made men 
low spirited. It has lost this meaning as to the 
cause of depression, yet it retains its significance 
from whatever cause it may come. Catastrophe, 
from kata, down, and stvephemm, to turn, meant to 
turn down. When Mr. Grant reads of a catastrophe, 
does he inquire whether the person: or thing was 


turned down, and if not, does he insist that it was 


not a catastrophe?. May be the object was blown up 
and caught in a tree top, still it was a catastrophe. 
The same may be said of the word disaster, a term 
of astrological origin, meaning that the stars were . 
out of propitious place, and of inauspicious meaning, 
the ill-omened flight of birds, and many other terms 
of similar history. Mr. Grant would deceive persons 
by clinging to an etymological. meaning when the 
term has ripened up by comparison and use into 


another meaning. Soul and spirit now alludes to 


the immaterial, immortal essence found in God’s 





being, in angels, and one part of man’s being, and 
2?) D b) Ss) 
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this is now the main proper meaning of these terms. 
It is ridiculously absurd to say the dust returns to 
the earth as it was and the breath to God who gave © 
it, or to make Jesus to say, Father, into thy hands I | 
commend my breath. Does Holy Spirit mean holy 
breath? This isso absurd that to name it is to refute 
it, with all who are wise. I found my next argu- 
ment on the fact that John the Revelator saw the 
souls. of men whose bodies had been beheaded. 
Rev. 6: 9-11, ‘‘And when he had opened the fifth 
seal, IT saw under the) altar:ithe souls of) them that - 
were slain for the word of God, and for the testimony 
which they held: And they cried with a loud voice, 
saying, How long, O Lord, holy and true, dost thou 
not judge and avenge our blood on them that dwell 
on the earth? And white robes were given unto 
every one of them; and it was said unto them, that , 
they should rest yet for a little season, until heim 
fellow-servants also and their brethren, that should be 
killed as they were, should be fulfilled.” And Rev. 
20: 4, ‘‘And I saw thrones, and they sat upon them, 
and judgment was given unto them: and I saw the 
souls of them that were beheaded for the witness of 
Jesus, and for the word of God, and which had not 
worshiped the beast, neither his image, neither had 
received his mark upon their foreheads, or in their 
hands; and they lived and reigned with Christ a 
thousand years.” It is claimed by the advocates of 
my opponent’s views that no man ever saw a soul, 
but the quietus is put on that view by this Scripture 
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which states that in two instances John saw souls. 
These were the souls of persons who had been slain 
for the Word of God and the testimony they held as 
stated by the first quotation, and in the second, the 
souls of them that were beheaded for the witness of 
Jesus. These souls whose bodies had been slain or 
_beheaded, cried with a loud voice, they talked with 
intelligence, and reigned with Christ. White robes 
were given to each of them. It is also stated that 
they should rest until their brethren should be killed 
as they were. This is the most unmistakeable proof 
that the souls of men survive the death of the body. 
Life does not depend on organized matter, nor 
‘thought, memory and the other abilities and faculties 
of man. I shall now adduce the evidence from Jesus’ 
words, that proves that in the conservation of spir- 
itual forces as seen from God’s side, and from the 
Divine standpoint none are blotted out, but all live, 
as beheld from heaven's ‘throne: ; Luke 20:4137,' 38, 
‘“Now that the dead are raised, even Moses shewed 
at the bush, when he calleth the Lord the God of 
Abraham, and the God of Isaac, and the God of 
Jacob. For he is not a God of the dead, but of the 
living: for all live unto him.” 

The Sadducees held two cardinal errors, only one 
of which Mr. Grant has embraced. They denied the — 
existence of angels, spirits, the survival of the dying; 
this was their first error, and it is Mr. Grant’s mis- 
fortune to endorse it. The second error they 
defended was that the bodies of the dead would 
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never rise, here Mr. Grant has had the wisdom to 
credit the truth. Jesus showed them that the dead 
body would rise. Jesus showed them clearly that 
when God acknowledged that he was the God of 
Abraham, Isaac and Jacob, ninety-eight years after 
the last of them had died, that they must have been 
in existence when he owned he was their God, for 
God is not the God of the dead, but of the living. 
Then Jesus solves the whole problem of immortality 
and puts it at rest for all time, by those who credit 
his authority, by saying, ‘‘For all live unto him.” 
Men may seem to be dead to us, to God, in his 
unmistakable view, from heaven’s high throne, from 
which he beholds the universe with matchless circum- 
spection, ‘‘all live.’’ This assurance cheers hearts, 
causes. hope to spring, gives dignity to man, and 
keeps in freshness and vigor our love for our departed 
but living friends. That we rightly represent the 
views of the Sadducees, is sustained by Acts 23: 8, © 
‘For the Sadducees say that there is no resurrection, 
neither angel, nor spirit: but the Pharisees confess 
both.” Josephus, book 18, chapter 1, says, ‘‘Now 
the Pharisees believe that souls have an immortal 
vigor in them, and that under the earth there will be 
rewards and punishments according as they have 
lived virtuously or viciously in this life. But. the 
doctrine of the Sadducees is this, that souls die with 
the body. But this doctrine is received but by a 
few, yet by those of the greatest dignity, but they 
are able almost to do nothing of themselves, for 
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when they become magistrates, as they are unwill- 
ingly and by force sometimes obliged to be, they. 
addict themselves to the notions of the Pharisees, 
because the multitude would not otherwise hear 
them. The doctrine of the Essenes is this, that all 
things are best ascribed to God. They teach the 
immortality of souls.” Josephus was a Jew and a 
Pharisee and a priest. When serving as a general in 
the Jewish army, he was advised, when in danger of. 
falling into the ‘hands of the Romans, to fall on. his 
sword and kill himself, he objected to suicide, and 
said, ‘‘The bodies of all men are indeed mortal, are 
created out of corruptible matter; but the soul is 
immortal, and is a portion of the Divinity that 
inhabits our bodie.s’’ Philo Judeas, who was con- 
temporary-with Claudius Cesar, who was the most 
learned of the Jews of Alexandria, says, ‘‘One may 
properly say that man is on the boundaries of a 
better and an immortal nature, partaking of each, as 
far as it is necessary for him; and that he was born 
at the same time, both mortal and immortal; mortal 
as to his body, but immortal as to his intellect.” 
The Scriptures teach that our earthly parents are the 
authors of our flesh, and that to God is attributable 
our spirits. Heb. 12: 9,10, ‘‘Furthermore we have 
had fathers of our flesh which corrected us, and we 
gave them reverence: shall we not much rather be in 
subjection unto the Father of spirits, and live? For 
they verily for a few days chastened us after their 
own pleasure: but he for our profit, that we might 
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be partakers of his holiness.’ Ecclesiastes 12: 7, 
‘‘Then shall the dust return to the earth as it was: 
and the spirit shall return unto God who gave it.” 
Numbers 16: 22, ‘“‘And they fell upon their faces, 
and said, O God, the God of the spirits of all flesh.”’ 
Micah 6: 7, ‘‘Will the Lord be pleased with thou- 
sands of rams, or with ten thousands of rivers of oil? 
shall I give my firstborn for my transgression, the 
fruit of my body for the sin of my soul?” ; These 
selections from God’s Word show. that mankind is 
the cause of the flesh coming into being, and that 
God is the author of our spirits. Is it reasonable to 
suppose that the being which sprang from Deity, 
itself pure Spirit, should be blotted from being? 
Nay, having God for its author, being the offspring 
of God, like him it will live forever. God is a Spirit, 
man’s soul produced by him is sae and will 
ever live. 


MR. GRANT'S THIRD ADDRESS. 


Mr. Moderator, Ladies and Gentlemen:—I challenge - 
any man to show that he ever saw a spirit. Address- 
ing Mr. Dillon, Mr. Grant asked, ‘‘Is life a creation?” 
Mr. Dillon answered: ‘‘Yes,’’ and ‘‘No.’’. ‘‘God has 
life which was never created; some other beings have 
life which was created.” © Mr. Grant continued. - 
‘““My brother is correct, souls do not die, we hold 








Immortality and Annthilation. 31 


the same view.’’ As to Josephus, allusion has been 
made by Mr. Dillon. What is attributed to him in 
his dissertation on hades is spurious, it cannot be 


trusted as true, it is so regarded by the critics. In 
Crenesis) 7 ths we have the statement: ‘“And’ they: : 


went in unto Noah into the ark, two and two of all 
flesh wherein is the breath of life.”’ Also in Eccle- 
siastes 3: Ig, ‘‘For that which befalleth the sons of 
men befalleth beasts; even one thing befalleth them; 
“as the one dieth, so dieth the other; yea they have 
all one breath; so that a man hath no. pre-eminence 
above a beast; for all is vanity.” Here ruah or spir- 
it is translated breath. Men and beasts, it is here 
asserted havea like breath or spiritand man has no 
pre-eminence over the beast. What is the definition 
of xephesh as given by the best scholars? Gesenius 
@efines’ it, 1...:‘*Breath,. breath ‘of life, the “soul, 
anima, psuche, by which the body lives, the token of 
which life is drawing breath.’’ 2. ‘‘Life, vital prin- 
Genesis 35: 18, he gives as an illustration, 


J 


ciple.’ 
“and it came to pass, as her soul was in departing.”’ 
He gives that as an example of the use of xephesh 
mynen) it “means lite, 1 Kings,'\\17?: 21, 1s another 
example: “Let this child’s soul come unto him 
again.’’ These are the only two cases where soul is 
said to ‘‘depart’”’ or ‘‘return” and he gives these ex- 
‘amples where it means life. Wéeson’s Hebrew and 
Chaldee Lexicon: ‘The animal life, or that principle 
by which every animal, according to his kind, lives; 
hence life, vital principle, animal spirit which is often 
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translated soul or spirit Genesis 35: 18, Ig (which I 
have just given). And it came to pass as her soul 
was in departing (for she died), that she called his 
name Ben-oni; but his father called him Benjamin. 
And Rachel died and was buried in the way to Eph- 
rath, whichis Bethlehem.”’ 1 Kings 17: 21, ‘‘Andhe 
stretched himself upon the child three times, and 
cried unto the Lord, and said, O Lord my God, I 
pray thee, let this child’s sow/ come unto him again.” 
And the Lord heard the voice of Elijah; and the soul 
of the child came unto him again, and he revived. 
And Elijah took the child, and brought him down | 
out of the chamber into the house, and delivered him 
unto his mother, and Elijah said, See, thy son 
liveth.”’ 

_ Boyer’s Dictionary defines soul, ‘‘The principle of 
life in all living things. . The soul of beasts or 
plants.” Catholic Dictionary: ‘‘The scholastics fol- 
lowing Aristotle, mean by soul the primary principle 
of life.” Lee's Hebrew and Chaldee Lexicon: ‘<The 
soul as the principle of life.” Now I give you the 
popular definition of soul as given by the same 
authors. Most all give the uses of the word, and it 
would not do to leave out the theological definition. 
Popular definition given by the Jmperzal Lexicon: 
“The spiritual, rational and immortal substances in 
man, which distinguishes him from the brute.” 
M’Clintic and Strong: ‘‘The rational soul is simple, 
uncompounded and immaterial, not composed of 
matter and form.’ I hold, Mr. Chairman, that these . 


POT DE ae 


Lumortalty and Annihilation. 186 


‘definitions of the Bible use of the term soul are un- 
‘scriptural, unscientific, opposed to facts and common 
‘sense, and therefore are not true. Barstow’s Bible 
Dictionary: ‘‘The Hebrew word xephesh and Greek 
word psuche frequently rendered soul, properly desig. 
nate the vital breath, z. e., the animal life.’ = Cham- 
bers Encyclopedia: ‘‘In its original signification, the 
word appears to have stood for the principle of life, 
both 1 in men and inanimals. No essential distinction 
‘was made between the soul of man and the soul. of 
brutes.” Calmet’s Dictionary of the Bible: “The 
word soul is taken, 1. For the soul which animates 
mankind; for that which animates beasts, or fora 
7s pane: a) Por the life! 3) Bor desire; love: 
inclination.” These definitions are drawn from the 
‘Bible use of the word xephesh. Dr. J. H. M’Culloh 
L.. “There is no word in the Hebrew language 
‘that signifies either soul or spirit in the technical 
‘sense in which we use these terms, as implying some- 
‘thing distinct from the body.” Credibelty of the 
Scriptures, Vor pageay ii hea og20 Dre ,onn 
Parkhurst, the Sle: Hebrew and Greek Lexicograph- 
er, says: ‘‘Asanoun, méphesh hath been supposed 
to signify the spiritual part of man, or what we com- _ 
monly call his soul. I must for myself confess that 
I can find no passage where it hath undoubtedly this 
meaning.” Iam endeavoring to show the first use 
‘of the term xephesh. It is used to represent life in 
all the lower animals. As tothe scripture presented, 
aI am the God of Abraham, and the God of Isaac, 
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and the God of Jacob,” that is one of my texts on 
my side of the question. You will find it in Luke’ 
20: 37, 38, ‘‘Now that the dead are raised, even} 
Moses showed at the bush, when he calleth the Lord 
the God of Abraham, and the God of Isaac, and the 
God of Jacob. For he is not a God of the dead, 
but of the living; for all live unto him.’ Who was_ 
he talking with? Talking to the Sadducees. What 
about? The resurrection of the dead. They did not 
believe in it. They believed Moses’ writings. If he 
gets anything from Moses that will show the resur- 
rection of the dead, he may convince the Sadducees. | 
At the bush, the angel appeared to.Moses and said, | 
“J am the God of Abraham, and the God of “Isaac, 
and the God of Jacob.’” There he leaves him. The 
Savior takes that up, and adds, ‘‘He is not the God 
of the dead, but of the living.” Dead what? My 
friend does not believe the soul of man is dead. 
Then that cannot have a resurrection. If he is not a_ 
God of the dead body,, then that would not rise. — 
How does he prove the resurrection of the dead to 

the Sadducees? In this way: Abraham, Isaac, and 
Jacob were dead.. If they never live again, they 
need no God to provide for them neither food, nor 


raiment, nor anything else. Paul says, Romans 4: | 
17, He ‘‘calleth those things which be not as though 
they were.” Referring to Abraham, ‘‘I am the God 
of Abraham,’ then he must live again; or I can. see 
no point in what the Savior said. They are dead 
now. He is not the God of the dead that live no 
more; therefore they must live again. 
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Mi DICLON'S FOURTH ADDRESS: 


Mr. Moderator, Respected Hearers: —\We meet 
again this morning to continue this investigation as 
to whether man is.bat an animal, wholly material, or 
is kindred to his God, and dignified with a spiritual 
nature capable of worshiping God, of being regener- 
ated, and capable of surviving the death of the body. 
‘A little attention to Mr. Grant’s last speech will be 
in order. The Scripture of which he makes so much 
‘in Ecclesiastes 3: 21, ‘‘Who knoweth the spirit of a 
‘man that goeth upward, and the spirit of the beast 
that goeth downward to the earth,’’ is rendered by 
‘Dr. Adam Clark, whose knowledge of Hebrew is not 
disputed, ‘Who considereth the immortal spirit of 
‘the sons of Adam, which ascendeth. It is from 
above; and the spirit or breath of the cattle which 
‘descendeth. It is downwards. unto the earth, that is, 
‘to the earth only:” This, Clark says, isa literal 
translation Omane, textiandschears at aupy sovtnat 
‘comment is unnecessary. In the other case, that of 
‘the child’s soul returning to him, in order to repro- 
duce life, it is helpful to my view, and shows that 
the body without the soul cannot live. Some atten- 
tion should be paid to the Lexicons arrayed and the 
Cyclopedias quoted. You will notice that Mr. Grant 
says it would not do to leave out the theological defi- 
nition, given by the Jmperzal Lexicon. ‘‘Vhe spirit- 
ual, rational and immortal part of man, which distin- 
guishes him from the brute.” M’Clintic and Strong. . 
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“The rational soul is simple, uncompounded and im- 
material, not composed of matter and form.” But — 
after quoting from these able authorities, Mr. Grant 
contradicts them, denies them because they do not 
harmonize with his view. My hearers, I must ad-_ 
dress myself to the correction of Mr. Grant’s quota-_ 
tion of Calmet’s Dictionary of the Bible. He fearfully 4 
misrepresents this eminent author as he doubtless | 
does others. Let this stand as a sample. He quotes 
from him, ‘‘The word soul is taken, 1. For the 
soul that animates mankind; for that which animates 4 
beasts, or for a living being. 2. For the life. 3. For) 
desire, love, inclination.” Here Mr. Grant leaves” 
Calmet apparently in full agreement with him. I 
turn to page 862 of Calmet’s Dictionary, Article Soul, 
and after giving what Mr. Grant has quoted, Calmet 
continues. ‘But beside this spirit, which is the 
principle of animal life, common to men and brutes, — 
which is dispersed after death, there is in mana- 
spiritual, reasonable and immortal soul, the origin of | 
our thoughts, desires and reasonings, ‘which distin- 
guishes us from the brute creation, and in which 
chiefly consists our resemblance to God, Genesis I 
26, ‘‘This must be spiritual because it thinks; it must 


be immortal because it is spiritual.” ‘The immor- 
tality of the soul is-a fundamental doctrine of reveal- 
ed religion. The ancient patriarchs lived and died, 
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persuaded of its truth, and it was in the BEDS of an- : 








other life that they received the promises.’ ‘“The 
Sadducees, who denied this immortality and resur- ; 
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rection were regarded by their nation as a kind of 


heretics and innovaters.”” And on page 863, Arti- 
cle Spirit, Calmet says: ‘‘The rational soul which 


-animates us, and preserves its being after the death 
‘of the body. That spiritual reasoning and choosing 


substance which is capable of eternal happiness.”’ 
How this changes the case when the whole truth is 
given from Calmet! Let this stand as a representa- 
tive example of the unfairness of my opponent, and 
let it be a key to the numerous quotations he makes, 
He is like an elm board that has warped out of line 
by being out in the elements. Dr. John Parkhurst 
is the last Lexicographer quoted by Mr. Grant to 
show that xephesh does not mean the immortal part 


‘ofman. Mr. Grant holds that psuche of the Greek » 


is used precisely like xephesh of the Hebrew. Dr. 
‘Parkhurst says in his Greek Lexicon, page 951, Arti-_ 
cle Psuche, ‘The human soul or spirit as distinguish- 
ed from the body, Matthew 10: 28.” Then he adds, 
“‘We may remark, that the soul being the essentially 
immortal part of man, being’ that through which he. 
is destined for heaven, the word psuche is often used 
with reference to man’s salvation.” And on the 
word pueuma he says, ‘‘The intellectual or spiritual 
part of man, the human mind-or soul distinct from 
the breath of life or animal soul.” ‘‘Being put to 
death in the flesh, but quick in the spirit, i. e., sur- 
viving in his soul the stroke of death, which his body 


had sustained.’’ ‘‘A spiritual or incorporeal sub- 
Stance or being.”’ What better testimony could we 
% 
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-ask, than the witnesses Mr. Grant introduces to prove 
our affirmative. In like manner Chambers’ Encyclo- 
pedia faiis Mr. Grant, though he gives a fragmen- 
tary quotation from it. Under the Article Soul, 
that book says, ‘‘As used by the philosophers it 
covers the whole region of mind and is generally — 
conceived of as a naturally imperishable entity in 
relation with the body, but definable, for the most 
part, only in terms of the complete negation of | 
material attribute.’”’ I venture, that to trace through | 
all the references to lexicons, would fail my distin- — 
guished opponent in like manner, as these we have 
examined. There is no support in truth for his : 
absurd doctrine. It fails everywhere, to the joy of © 
men, for his doctrine is repulsive to us all. I will 
let this, with what I wish to add, stand as an argu- © 
ment as well asareply. Lzddell and Scott's Greek ~ 
Lexicon, the seventh and latest edition, revised and © 
augmented, says, ‘Article Psuche, page . 17600, ¥ 
‘“‘Breath as the sign of life, the life, spirit. He 
quotes from Homer, ‘‘The life or spirit of man, — 
which survives after death, and dwells in hades, the — 
departed soul, spirit, ghost: he represents it as 
bodiless and not to be seized by mortal hands.” — 
(od. II., 207). And under Pueuma after giving its 
origin.. ‘‘The spirit or soul of man, the highest © 
noblest part, a spirit, spiritual or immaterial being.” — 
Fuerst and Davidson's Hebrew and Chaldee Lexicon 
defines nephesh, ‘‘The soul or spirit as that which — 
gives life.”” But why tarry with the Lexicons, they — 
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testify for me, and against my opponent, but I recur 
to the Scripture testimony. Jesus traces men 
through this life, he does not pause at death, but 
traces man on into futurity. This is the case when 
he refers to the rich man and Lazarus found in Luke 
16: 19-31. Lazarus died and was carried by the 
angels into Abraham’s bosom, which alludes to para- 
dise, where he was comforted and continued to live. 
The rich man died, was buried, and in hades he 
lifted up his eyes being in torment. Then the con- 
versation follows between Abraham and_ Dives. 
This is nota parable, for Jesus says, ‘‘There was a 
certain rich man,” and ‘‘There was a certain beggar 


” 


named Lazarus.’’ Who dares to say there was not. 
It is not a matter found inthe Gamera Babylonica, 
for it was written more than two centuries after the 
‘time of Christ. Nor does it represent the Jews and 
‘Gentiles. These are but subterfuges of hard pressed 
errorists. It means what it says, and teaches man’s 
‘survival of death, and conscious existence when the 
body is claimed by death.. Moses reappeared on 
Mount Hermon, and conversed with Jesus as to the 
death he should accomplish at Jerusalem, though his 
body was dead, buried in the land of Moab, and 
confined there by the statement that Jesus was the 
first fruits from the dead of those who rose, not to 
return to the tomb. The Bible speaks of our dual 
state, and at times of our trichotomy.. Body and soul 
frequently, body soul and spirit sometimes. 1 Thess. 
5: 23, ‘‘And the very God of peace sanctify you 
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wholly; and I pray God your whole spirit and soul 
and body be preserved blameless unto the coming 
ofsour, Lord’ JesusiChrist. 4) n),-Cor.: 6: 20.) 7 aon ye 
are bought with a price: therefore glorify God in 
your body, and in your spirit, which are God’s.”’ 
2 Cor. 7: 1, ‘Having therefore these promises, dear- 
ly beloved, let us cleanse ourselves from all filthiness © 
of the flesh and spirit, perfecting holiness in the fear j 
of God.’’ James 2: 26, ‘‘For as the body without — 
the spirit is dead, so faith without works is dead 
also.” That these passages clearly teach man’s pos- ” 
session of a physical body is clear, and they just as — 
clearly teach that man has a spirit. This spirit is ; 
necessary to life in the body, and the body without 1 
it is dead, while the spirit absent from the body con- | 
tinues to live. It is not subject to the laws of decay, 
decomposition or dissolution. How pleasing the ~ 
thought, while decay and death is legibly written on | 
every material organization, and announced in the ~ 
word, ‘‘we all do fade as the leaf,” stability and | 
identity is written most substantially on the soul. | 
‘‘The world passeth away and the lusts thereof, but © 
he that doeth the will of God, abideth forever.”’ The | 
theory that the breath is the life is repugnant to fact. — 
The infant lives before it breathes. The drowning — 
man lives a perceptible, though brief period without — 
breath, breathing is but the sign of physical life, not 
the life itself. To believe that man has in his being 
no spirit, but is entirély material and animal, degrades. 
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man. To have this estimate of man, will pull him 


Sh 


a ee 











Immortality and Annihilation. Al 


down from the trellis on which he would climb to 
the skies, while to dignify man with a spiritualnature, 
as truth will do, will cause him to live and love in 
imitation of his God. 


MR. GRANT’S FOURTH ADDRESS. 


Mr. Moderator, Ladies and Gentlemen: We are 
cautioned to beware of ignorance. You watch and 
see where it is shown, and by whom. 1 Tim. 6: 16, 
is brought forward in reply to what was said by me 
on it, yet it stands the firm proof that God only has 
immortality. As to 2 Cor. 5: 1, Is there only one 
body up ‘there? or are there more than one? It is 
house, not houses in that passage of Scripture. An 
‘immaterial soul severed from the body is not worth 
having. You could not speak without an organiza- 
tion. through which it might act. Nothing leaves 
man at death but life, when it is gone the man is 
‘dead. In the book of Joshua,we read ‘‘Moses my 
servant is dead” was he not dead? did not God give 
us a faithful statement of the fact. If dead he could 
not at the same time be alive. Our doctrine has 
been likened to the views of the Sadducees, but it 
should be remembered that Jesus cautioned the peo- 

ple against tle leaven of the Pharisees as well. ‘‘Be- 
ware of the leaven of the Pharisees and Sadducees.” 
The error of the Sadducees was that they denied the 
resurrection of the body. . Schaff’s Herzog says, 
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Pneuma, ‘‘The cause of human existence,’ as stated 
in Ecclesiastes the pueuma does not live at all, it is 
that which gives life. I am an honest man, and 
want the truth, andI have the truth. I have the 
witness in me. The Scriptures declare, ‘‘Ye are the 
temple of the Holy Ghost.”’ His spirit is to dwell in 
us. I was born of the spirit many years ago. We 
should remember that we cannot see a soul that is 
immaterial. Soul means ,persons, living organized 
beings. This is one of itsmeanings as I have shown. 
Jesus Christ was not left in hades, neither did his 
holy one see corruption. He went to the grave, he 
was brought up from the grave. He testified to 
John, ‘‘l am he that liveth and’ was dead, and be- 
hold Iam alive forever more.’”’ Do. good men go 
right to heaven when they die, then what need is 
there of a judgment? As to Moses, he was raised 
from the dead. Michael the Archangel contended 
with the devil about the body of Moses, as stated by 
Jude, oth verse. . ‘“Yet Michael the archangel, when 
contending with the devil he disputed about the body 
of Moses, durst not bring against him a railing accu- 
sation, but said, ‘‘The Lord rebuke thee.’’ Yet even 
this view is not necessary. Moses appearing might 
have been an apparition, the three apostles could not 
tell whether it was a vision, ora bodily presence 
they saw. Soul and spirit are never, qualified by 
immortal, in the Bible. The penalty of the law was 
“thou shalt surely die.’’ If I am ignorant. on these 
fundamental truths, I am ignorant on everything. 
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Allusion is made to I Cor. 2: 11, to show that the 
spirit is the part that knows. Is the heat of the 
stove, the stove? Is the light of the lamp, the lamp? 
If he proves that man consciously lives between death 
and the resurrection, then I cannot disprove it. He 
cannot prove the material of which the soul is com- 
posed. Spirit and soul are alike used to represent 
men and animals, and they are alike at death. Im- 
materiality cannot think and talk. A thing can 
‘impart to another thing, that it has not got itself. 
My opponent says it cannot, but it certainly can. 
I come now to ‘‘the rich man’ that has been refer- 
red to during this debate. It belongs to this sub- 
ject and is found in Luke 16: 19, and onward. Ob- 
serve first that there is not a word about soul or 
spirit in the whole account. Shall an unexplained 
_ parable be made to contradict all the plain statements 
in the Bible? Neander claims that the parable does 
not give any clue to the future life. Math. 11: 23, 
“And thou Capernaum which art exalted unto 
heaven, shall be brought down to hell (Aades). What 
does that mean, down to dades? Capernaum stood 
high, was prosperous; then it was brought down to 
hell, to hades, a low, obscure, trampled down con- 
dition, like, or analagous to man inthe grave. To 
the back-slidden children of Israel, it is said, Isa. 57: 
g, ‘Thou. . . didst debase thyself even unto hell’ 
' (sheol). The rich man I shall assume, represents 
the Jews; Lazarus, the Gentiles. The Jews have 
_ been trodden down by the Gentiles for the last 1800 
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years. ‘Mr. Foster says, in his Bzblcal Psychology, 
pages 270, 290, ‘‘The parable has no apparent bear- 
ing upon the doctrine of the future state taught in 
every other place by Christ.”’ ‘‘It is only a Rabin- 
ical allegory adopted by our Lord.” Wakefield 
says: ‘To them who regard the narration as exhi- 
biting a vealty it must stand as an unalterable argu- 
ment for the purgatory of the papists.’”’ Notes on 
Luke 16: 23, page 53. This is one of their special 
proofs of their position. Dr. Whitby says: ‘‘We 
find this very parable in the Gamera LBabylonicum 


whence it was cited. Aullinger’s Critical Greek and 


English Lexicon says: ‘‘The rich man represents the 
Jewish-nation,” ‘‘Lazarus represents the Gentiles.” 
‘‘The Jews died as a nation to all their ‘privileges A. 
D70,775 Their tormentiis: described by Deutezs: 


15-68.” “The Gentiles have only died to their pov-. 


erty and sores, and therefore their burial is not men- 
tioned.”’ A few words about the torment of the rich 
man. I have not time to read the 28th chapter 
through. I only give a sample of the words em- 
ployed, to denote the suffering and low condition of 
the Jews, after they were cast down by the Romans. 
“All these curses shall come on thee, and overtake 
thee. ‘Pestilence,’ ‘consumption,’ ‘fever,’ ‘inflamma- 


tion,’ ‘sword,’ ‘hunger,’ ‘thirst,’ ‘want,’ ‘nakedness,’ — 


‘a yoke of iron,’ ‘sorrow of mind,’ ‘Thou shalt come 
down very low.’’ ‘The time came when: the Romans 
surrounded the city, and the Jews have been trodden 
down from that day to this; and have been oppressed 
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by all. What isa parable? Dr. Kitto defines a par- 
able as follows: It denotes a fictitious narrative, 
invented for the purpose of conveying truth in a less 
offensive form, than that of direct assertion. Rodzn- 


_son’s Greek Lexicon says: ‘‘A parable is something 


in which that which is fictitious is employed, to rep- 
resent that which is real.” Greenfield says the same. 
It is sometimes said all parables are founded on facts. 
Some are; and some are not. There isa parable of 
the trees recorded in Judges g: 8-15, but trees do 
not talk. It represents what kings did; so the para- 
ble of the two eagles recorded in Ezek. 17: 2-7. 


Eagles never cropped off the top of the cedars and 


eae 
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set them out in the city of merchants, but they rep- 
resented what was done by two kings.  Smth’s Duc- 


tionary of the Bible says: ‘In holding this view, 


that /ades represents a place of torment, main 
reliance is placed on the parable of Dives and Laza- 
rus; but it is impossible to ground the proof of an 
important theological doctrine on a passage, which 
confessedly abounds in Jewish metaphors. 


Mike eDILLON iS PLe TR a DDR SS. 


Mr. Moderator, Respected Auditors: —Mr. Grant 
says that many years ago he was born of God’s 
spirit. But I wish to inform you that this was not 
under Adventist, but under Methodist influences, 
and it led him to join the Methodist Church. Sec- 
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ond Adventism was learned later. Would Mr. 
Grant have the courtesy to tell us what part of him 
was born again? He holds that he has nothing in 
his being but flesh. Was he born of the flesh? If 
so, the result of that birth was flesh, and he was 
born again, when grown to mature years, of the 
flesh. Christ speaks of being born of the Spirit, but 
how can that be unless we have a spiritual nature? 
Then Mr. Grant said a thing can impart to another 
thing what it has not got itself, which we all know to 
be an absurdity. Howcan a man give money who 
has none to give? How can any man or thing give 
what it has not got? You all know that can not be. 
If anybody here believes that a thing can impart to 
another thing what it has not got itself, put up your | 
hand. (Five hands were raised, all being Advent- | : 
ists.) Well, there are five here who are genuine, 
Simon pure Adventists. They are like the child 
that said, ‘‘When mother says anything is so, it is 
so, if it is not so.”” Like blind robbins, they swallow 
without looking to see what it is. The rest of you 

are more cautious, and there.is some hope for you. — 
Behold® Mr. Grant’s labored effort on the ‘‘Rich 
Man and Lazarus.’’ How difficult it is to prove an 
error) | Uherclear is the true, Obut this: 15: neither 
clear) nor, trues If. therich’ man. symbolized* the: 
Jewish nation, then his five brethren meant five more 
Jewish nations, making six Jewish nations. ‘‘Send 
Lazarus to my. father’s house.’’ Who was the father 
of the Jewish nation? ‘‘We have Abraham to our 
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father.” Where was Abraham’s house? Where he 
lived. Lazarus was there already, and no sending 
was needed to get him there. Error clashes with 
every truth, and truth is-consistent with everything 
in the universe. Finding nothing seriois or damag-— 
ing in my opponent’s speech, I proceed with my 
argument. 2 Cor. 12: 2-4: 

“IT knew a man in Christ above fourteen years ago, 
(whether in the body, I can not tell; or whether out of the 


body, I can not tell; God knoweth;) such an one caught up 
to the third heaven. 


And I knew such a man, (whether in the body, or out of 
the body, I can not tell: God knoweth ;) 


- HoW that he was caught up into paradise, and heard 
unspeakable words, which it is not lawful for a man to utter.” 

I. It is reasonable to assume that Paul knew 
whether it was, or was not possible for the spirit to 
live out of the body. 2. If man has.no soul which 
‘can live out of the body, Paul knew it to be so, but 
as Paul did not know’that the soul can not subsist 
out of the body, he must have known that it could 
live out of the body. Suppose that two men were 
in a dispute as to whether it were possible for man- 
kind to live at any time outside of Warren County, 
Pennsylvania. But I am not informed which party 
of the two is the one that advocates that mankind 
can not live out of this county. I hear one.of them 
say, ‘‘I knew a living man, above fourteen years ago, 
whether he was in, or out, of Warren County, I 
know not, God knows.” That would conclusively 
convince me that he advocated the possibility of men 
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living out of Warren County. The soulsleeper 
knows that if any man was ever caught up to the 
third heaven it was in the body, for they pretend to 
know that we can not live out of the body. Paul 
could not téll whether it was in or out of the body, 
and therefore he was not a soulsleeper, but he was a 
believer that the essential internal man could live 
absent from the body. Paul says virtually, it might 
have been in the body, or it might have been out of 
the body, because man is capable of either. Eph. 
3: 15, ‘‘Of whom the whole family in heaven and 
earth is named.’ This’ Scripture teaches three 
things: 1. That the redeemed constitute oné fam- 
ily; 2. That part of them are in heaven; 3. That 
the other part completing the complement are on the 
earth. This agrees with sound doctrine, that part 
are embodied here, the remainder are disembodied 
over there, making one integral family. The Scrip- 
tures teach that some of our brethren are consciously 
living | over in the land of spirits. Rev. 22: 9; 
“‘Then saith he unto me, See thou do it not: for I 
am thy fellowservant, and of thy brethren the 
prophets, and of them which keep the sayings of 
this book: worship God.” ‘This text needs no eluci- 
dation. It plainly teaches that the spiritual speaker 
had passed through this life, had kept the require- 
ments of the Scriptures, was his fellow-servant and 
brother, and was not an object of worship. The © 
Scriptures teach that both Christ and the penitent 
thief went to paradise on the day of the crucifixion. 
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_ Luke 23: 42, 43, 46, ‘‘And he said unto Jesus, 
Lord, remember me when thou comest into thy 
kingdom. And Jesus said unto him, Verily I say 
_ unto thee, Today shalt thou be with me in paradise.”’ 

‘“‘And when Jesus had cried with a loud voice, he 
said, Father, into thy hands I commend my spirit: 
and having said thus, he gave up the ghost.”’ This 
Scripture unequivocally teaches, that, on that day 
_ Jesus and the repenting thief would be together in 
paradise. Jesus commended his Spirit into the 
hands of the Father, and he gave up the Spirit. 
‘ The feeble resistance made by the soulsleepers is 
that the record is not rightly punctuated, but should 
Y read, ‘‘I say unto you today, shalt thou be with me 
in paradise.’’ But today dates the time when the 
. penitent would be with Jesus in paradise, not the 
' time when this was said to him. Dr. Adam Clark 
a deals with this question with his usual ability. He 
says, ‘‘ This saying of our Lord is justly considered 
as a strong proof of the immateriality of the soul; 
and’ it is no wonder that those who have embraced 
the contrary opinion should endeavor to explain 
i away this meaning. In order to do this, a comma is 
placed after semeron, today, and then: our Lord’ is 

supposed to have meant, ‘‘Thou shalt be with me 
after the resurrection; I tell thee this, zoday.” Iam 

sorry to find men of great learning and abilities 
attempting to support this most feeble and worthless 
“criticism. Such support a good cause can not need; 
and, in my opinion, even a dad cause must be dis- 
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credited by it.” Such is Clark’s view. Whitby 
says ‘‘That the word semeron, ‘today,’ is not to be 
connected with ‘I say,’ as if the sense were this, ‘I 
say to thee today;’ but with the words following, so 
as to contain a promise, that the thief should, even. 
that day be in paradise, appears from the familiar 
phrase of the Jews, who say of the just man dying, 
‘Today he shall sit in the bosom of Abraham.’ 
They plainly held it to be the place into which pious 
souls, separated from the body, were immediately 
received. Hence sprung that oracle of the Chaldees, 
‘seek paradise, the glorious country of the soul;’ 
hence their kind wish for the dying or dead person, 
‘Let his soul be in paradise.’ Now hence it follows, 
1.) that the souls of men die not with their bodies, 
but remain in a state of sensibility. Christ here 


commends his soul into the hands of God. Verse . 


46, (2.) that the souls of good men after death, are 
in a happy state, a state of joy and felicity.”’ Barnes 
says, ‘‘The plain meaning of the passage is, today 
thou shalt bewmade happy, or be received to a state 
of blessedness with me after death.” “From the 
narrative we may learn that the soul will exist separ-. 
ately from the. body, for while the thief and the 
Savior would be in paradise, their dodzes would be on 
thecross) or ban) the) graver(a' | his itheretoregiace 
clear, unencumbered Scripture proof that the souls of 
the saved soon reach paradise, and live on, when 
their bodies are dead. 

_ We predicate an argument on the fact that man 
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- must be born again in order to enter the kingdom of 
God. Christ’s kingdom is not of this world, it isa 
spiritual kingdom. How can regenerating agencies 
act on matter? what particles do they displace, or 
replace? what is the change? It must be solely a 
material change, if man has nothing in his being but 
matter. If it relate to the immaterial, the spirit of 
man, then I can see how it can correct his desires, 
right his thoughts, elevate and direct his love, and 
harmonize his will with God. We also affirm that 
righteousness can not be affirmed of mere matter. 
It is as consistent to speak of a clod of earth as 
righteous, as to speak of a mere animal as being 
righteous. To deny to man a spiritual nature sub- 
-verts and destroys the wholé gospel system. Mere 
matter could not be lost, could not be saved, could 
not be regenerated, sanctified, made righteous, and 
could not worship God. ‘‘God is a Spirit, and they 
that worship him must worship in spirit.”’ But how. 
can man do this if he has no spirit? The doctrine 
my opponent advocates is a Jargon of inconsistencies, 

it is without any suppert in Scripture, science or 

*sense. Our conscious identity of being, contradicts 
and precludes this false doctrine. It is admitted by 
all physiologists that within a limited period our 
bodies undergo a complete change. Joseph Cook, 
who has taken a concensus of their views, concludes 
that a single year carries out every: particle of the 
matter in the body of a human being, which is 
‘replaced by other particles. If man is all material, 
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then as the whole embraces all the parts, the memory | 


must be material. If it is material, the matter on 
which those thoughts are impressed is eliminated 
each year, and all that the man knew is thrown off, 
and therefore each year he will need to go to school 
and re-enstamp on his material memory all the rudi- 
ments and curriculum of study, or be without it. 
Such are the difficulties into which this false doctrine 


would plunge us if embraced, and that we escape if | 


it be shunned. 


MR. GRANT’S FIFTH ADDRESS. 


Mr. Moderator, Ladies and Gentlemen:—There can 
be no truth brought in all the world to combat an- 
other fact, Josephus to the contrary notwithstanding, 
and Philo Judeas and all the other Jews who rejected 
Christ, or backslid from God before Christ came, 
and adopted from the heathen the doctrine of the 
immortality of the soul. We cannot find it among 
them before 150 B. C., when the Pharisees rose: up. 
Watch and see whether any proof is brought from 
the Bible, one single passage teaching the immortal- 
ity of the soul. Joseph Cook says ‘‘everything 
fundamentally Biblical is scientific, and everything 
fundamentally scientific: is Biblical.”’ I believe the 
statement. Who was the first and special advocate 
of the doctrine that immortality is a natural endow- 


— 
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ment, instead of a conditional gift? I say who was 
the first teacher of the immortality of the soul? I 
answer the devil, Gen. 3: 4, and it cannot be found 
anywhere else in the Bible. It reads ‘‘ye shall not 
surely die.”’» Why does not my friend go back there 
to the origin of this doctrine? Hear Jesus, John 8: 
ane Verare of your jather'the devilew i Hevng 
abode not in the truth; because there is no truth in 
him. When he speaketh a lie, he speaketh of his 
fown; for he is a liar and the father of it.”” The first 
lie known in this world is the one recorded in Gen. 
3: 4, take that out, and I invite any one to finda 
single other passage that teaches the immortality of 
the soul of man. Gen. 5: 5, proves him a liar, and 
so does every other death from Adam up to the 
present. He persuaded the Pagans to believe his 
lie, and what is the result? Hero worship, and the 
worship of idols. Papists adopted the same lie, 
from which has grown up worship of saints, the 
Virgin Mary, purgatory, and a host of other shock- 
ing things. On the same lie of the devil is founded 
spiritualism. Their pet doctrine is the immortality 
of the soul. They say they have no special doctrine 
besides that. Let that be believed and the rest fol- 
lows. Also Mormonism, Buddhism, and every oth- 
er false religion, so far as I know; and that most God- 
dishonoring doctrine of eternal torment for all the 
unsaved, are based on the same lie. | 500,000,000 
Buddhists are teaching the same purgatory as my 
friend is advocating, or consciousness down in hell, 
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or fades or sheol. A tree that bears such fruit must 
be one of the devil’s planting. Let us unite as* one 


man to pull it up by the roots, and expose it in all - 


its hideous deformity; and I invite my friend to join 


in the good work to pull down the lie of satan. © 


1 Thess. 5: 23, ‘‘And the very God of peace sanctify 
you wholly; and I pray God your whole spirit and 
soul and body be preserved blameless unto the com- 
ing of our Lord Jesus Christ.” . I am glad my friend 
brings up this scripture, for if I have got a wrong 
position, I hope he will show it wrong, and do mea 


favor. Hére are body, soul and spirit. We have 


not yet examined the word spirit. What does soul 
mean in this text? Soul does not mean body there. 
It must mean /fe or desive if my position is correct. 
Would desire make sense? Yes; and we have found 
the word frequently rendered desire. | We shall find 
when we examine the word, that spirit is used in one 
sense to represent feeling, as ‘‘the proud. in spirit,” 
‘(A meek and quiet spirit,’ ‘“The haughty in spirit,” 


and so on. I pray God all their desires, and all 


their feelings, all their bodily faculties, or (as some 
render it) ‘‘all their bodily parts’ be preserved blame- 
less unto the coming of the Lord. Does it meana 
whole spirit man, a whole soul man, and a whole 
body man? Three men in one, all accountable. This 


would not do. ‘Today shalt thou be with me in, 


paradise.” I have seen the old Syriac version in 


the British Museum; it punctuates differently, ‘‘I say 


unto you today, shalt thou be with me in paradise.” 


Ga as 
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; The thief asked to be remembered when Jesus come 
_into his kingdom. Jesus told him at that time, that 
when he should come into his kingdom, he should 
share with him. All life has come from the Creator. 
_ They are all ‘‘of the dust and all turn to dust again.” 
We read in Eccl, 9:'5,\ ‘For. the living know that 


they shall die; but the dead know not anything.” 


Does my friend believe this? It is a fact because it 
is the teaching of the Bible. Are they not then 
“unconscious? Is not my position established? The 


Bible teaches that the whole man is mortal, and 


“science says, Amen. ‘The dead know* not any- 
mthing,’ whether in Aades or sheol. Eccl. 9g: To, 


“‘Whatsoever thy hand findeth to do, do it with thy 


might, for there is no work, nor device, nor knowl- 


‘edge, nor wisdom in the grave whither thou goest.”” 


Psa. 6: 5, ‘“‘For in death there is no remembrance 
‘of thee; in the grave, who shall give thee thanks?’ 


“The dead know not anything.’’ What could be 


more full of common sense than that statement? 
Dead men do not know anything. It seems strange 
that in this nineteenth century, with all the enlight- 
-enment we have got, that I have to prove thata 


dead man is notalive. I can knock a man down, 
and make him unconscious. I strike him again and 


dash out his brains. Do I bring him to life again? 


What does the Bible say? What does science say? 


No. ‘‘Uhe dead know not anything.” This is plain 


“common sense; and I. thank God, when I come to 


the Bible, I have to dono violence to reason, as I 
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have to do if I go on the side of my friend. Robert 
Young, the author of the Hebrew Concordance says, 
“It (xephesh) does not denote the immortal part of 
man, but his animal life,” (Commentary, page 3). 
I am showing the first use of nxephesh. It is used to 
represent life in all the lower animals. My friend has q 
not brought one thing against that. Dr. Kitto, in 
his Cyclopedia of Biblical Literature renders Gen. 2: 7, 
‘And Jehovah God, formed the man (Hébrew the 
Adam), dust from the ground. . . and blew into 
his nostrils the breath of life; and the man became a 
living animal.’”’ He says ‘‘we would be acting un- 
faithfully if we were to affirm that an immaterial and 
immortal spirit is contained or implied in this pas- 
sage, Voli. 1. page so. 42 Bi Heard,. im 77pardiers 
Nature. of Man, pages 73, 74, says, ‘“‘The Hebrew 
nephesh instead of suggesting any idea of immaterial- 
ity, much less immortality, is a general expression 
used for all animal life. It is used indifferently of 
man and beast.’”? Again he says: ‘‘The xephesh of 
the Old Testament is a general term, expressive of 
life. Every living thing has a soul, whether of 
beasts, of reptiles, or of birds,’’ page 92, which cor- 
responds with Job 12: 10,.‘‘In whose hand is the 
soul of every living thing.” Then every living thing 
has asoul, or a life. .Robert B. Girdlestone, in Syx- 
onyms of the Old Testament, page 94, says, ‘‘The 
soul is, properly speaking, the animating principle of 
the body, and is the common property of man and 
beast.”’ 
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MR. DILLON’S SIXTH ADDRESS. 
Myr. Moderator, Ladies and Gentlemen: — Mr. 


Grant says, the devil was the first who taught the 


immortality of the soul. But the truth is that the 
devil persuaded Adam and Eve that they should not 
die the death of the body, if they ate the forbidden 
fruit. If weshould teach that mankind could sin and 


yet not die a physical death, we would be guilty of 


the concurrence charged, but none of us teach that 
sinful men will not die a physical death. The devil 
sought to get them to die, Mr. Grant urges and 
argues for the same end the devil sought, is he not 


Bi icretote an greater harmony with the devil than we? 


The devil wanted men to die, Mr. Grant wants men 


_ to die, where is the difference between them, in the 
' end sought? The devil was condemned for his 
' course, what will become of Mr. Grant therefore? 


_ I want people to live, God wants them to live, hence 


I harmonize with him. Mr. Grant says psakee is 
often rendered desire. I have examined every place 


where it occurs in the Scriptures, and it ,is never 


rendered desire. It is translated life, soul, mind and 


heart, hence Mr. Grant is incorrect in holding that 


the word rendered soul in 1 Thess. 5: 23, is often 
rendered desire, for it is never rendered desire, and 
this is not its meaning. Spirit, he says, means feel- 
ing. He is pioneering his way into a new and 


~ unknown vocabulary, with unknown meanings to 


words. We meet with no surprise when he quotes 
the passage, ‘‘The dead know not anything,” ‘In 
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that very day their thoughts. perish. The rules I 
laid down at the beginning of this discussion com- 
pletely meet the case. Allusion is made to man in 
his complex nature of body and spirit, of the spirit 
alone when separated from the body, and of the 
body alone when the spirit. has left it. In these 
passages where man is said, when dead, to know 
nothing, and that his thoughts have perished, it 
refers to his body, after the spirit has fled from it. 
Then the body viewed abstractly knows nothing, nor 
does it think, for thought has perished from those 
dead bodies. This denies nothing to the departed 
spirit which retains its consciousness, as in the cases 
of the souls of those who had been slain for the testi- 
mony of Jesus, and the souls of those who had been 
beheaded which John saw, heard them speak, andig 
recorded their words. We wish to remind Mr. 
Grant that Young is the author of no Hebrew Con- 
cordance, but is the author of a Concordance, not 
Hebrew. I now advance in the line of my argu- 
ment. I introduce the Scripture recorded in Heb. 
12:.22,'23, but vyerare come unto mountioionwane 
unto the city of the living God, the heavenly Jeru- 
salem, and to an innumerable company of angels. 
To the general assembly and church of the firstborn, 
which are written in heaven, and to God the Judge 
of all, and to the spirits of just men made perfect.” 
Paul is here arguing the superiority of the new dis- 
pensation over the old. ‘‘The general assembly and 
church of the firstborn written in heaven,” relates to 
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the saved on earth. ‘‘To the spirits of just men 
made perfect,” relates to the disembodied spirits 
~which had lived in earthly bodies, which had died, 
_ and now they live beyond this world in a perfect 
‘state. The leading commentaries so view this Scrip- 
iy ture. Barnes says, ‘‘Not only to the more eminent 
P saints—the church of the firstborn, but to all who 
i were made perfect in heaven. They were not only 
"united with the imperfect Christians on earth, but 
4 with those who have become completely delivered 
- from sin, and admitted to the world of glory.” 
' “They are even now united with all the redeemed 
in heaven.” John Wesley says, ‘‘The separate souls 
of just men . . . these are now made perfect in a 
| higher sense than any who are still alive.” Henry 
says, ‘‘Believers have union with departed saints in 
one and the same Head and Spirit, and a title to the 
"same inheritance, of which those on earth are heirs, 
‘those in heaven, possessors.”’ Lange says, ‘‘The 
Christians, while yet living, stand in the same politi- 
cal fellowship, to which the departed spirits of the 
tighteous belong.’”’ Here, then, is a manifest case 
where Paul refers to the spirits of just men made pey- 
Direct, proving the view I hold and advocate. I cite I 
“Cor. 5:5, ‘‘Todeliver such an one unto Satan for the 
"destruction of the flesh, that the spirit may be saved 
_in the day of the Lord Jesus.” This refers to man 
in his dual nature, teaching that he has the flesh, and 
‘that he has a spirit. . 1 Cor. 2: 11, ‘‘For what man_ 
_knoweth the things of a man, save the spirit of man 
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which is in him? even so the things of God knoweth — 
no man, but the Spirit of God.’’ Here it is asserted — 
that man has in him a spirit, and that spirit is the © 


knowing, discerning part in man. David testifies to 


the fact of a continued, uninterrupted existence. 
He says, Psalm 23: 6, ‘‘Surely goodness and mercy ~ 


shall follow me all the days of my life; and I will 
dwell in the house of the Lord forever.” Psalm 73: 
24, “Thou shalt guide me with thy counsel, and 
afterward receive me to glory.” When_ Davids’ 
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child died, he said, ‘‘It will not not come back to — 


me, but I will go to it.” But why should I continue 
to quote the Word? Everywhere it testifies to the 


same great fact, by direct explicit statement, by — 
necessary implication, in literal statement, by numer- © 
ous figures, and in every conceivable way it is taught — 


that man will survive death, and live on in the future 


life. I wish, though allusion has been previously _ 
made to it, to quote Matt. 10: 28,.‘“‘And fear not ¥ 


them which kill the body, but are not able to kill the 
soul: but rather fear him which is able to destroy 
both soul and body in hell.” And Luke 12: 4, 5, 
‘And I say unto you my friends, Be not afraid of 


of them that kill the body, and after that have no — 


more that they can do. But I will forewarn you 


whom ye shall fear: Fear him, which after he hath . 


killed hath power to cast into hell; yea, I say unto 


you, Fear him.” : | 
1. This Scripture teaches a: distinction between 
the body and soul. | 


Immortality and Annihilation. 61 


2. That man can kill the body. These were 
perilous periods, and many of the early church were 
killed, as. it respects their bodies. 

3. It teaches that men could not kill the soul, 
‘<‘But are not able to kill the soul,” and that those 
who kill the body ‘‘have nothing more that they 
can do.” | 

4. The necessary conclusion is that the soul does 
not die with the body. If the life of the soul 
depended on the life of the body, cruel antagonists 
could kill the soul by killing the body. But Jesus 
affirms that man can not kill the soul, therefore the 
soul does not die with the body. What sophistry 
can evade this clear statement of Jesus? 1 Cor. 6: 
20, ‘‘For ye are bought with a price: therefore 
glorify God in your body, and in your spirit, which 
are God’s.” | 

This distinction is frequent in the Scriptures, and 
‘proves that man hasan actual spirit as well as a body. 
Man’s powers, faculties and abilities show that he has 
that which ‘matter cannot confer, and which distin- 
guishes him from animals. | 

1. Man has consciousness,® which is that notice 
the mind takes of its own operations, and modes of 
‘existence. Animals have perception and sensation, 
but they have no indications that they are designed 
for worlds beyond this as man has. The unborn 
child has lungs, which at that stage are not brought 
into use or exercise, which show that it is designed 
to live in coming time where respiration is, needful. 
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Man now has powers that point to another life, — 
beyond this. Consciousness lays the foundation for 
the action of conscience. | 

2. Men have consciente, animals are destitute of 
conscience. This power in man points to man’s 
responsibility and accountability in the future world. — 
Conscience is that power in man which enforces 
man’s honest convictions of what he knows to be — 
right, true and honest, and convicts and condemns 
him for not acting conformable to his best light. | 
This ability in man is above anything found in any 
of the living animals. | J 
3. Man has memory, animals have only percep- — 
tion and sensation. The horse may be injured, and _ 
when, he comes to that place again he will be} 
alarmed, but this is not memory. The presence of — 
the same scenes revive the same sensations. If your — 
dog commits some act which you do not approve in 
your yard, it is useless to correct him for it in the ; 
barn; you must correct him on the spot where the — 
depredation was committed. ‘Man has memory, and ~ 
on its tablets is imprinted. the record of his life, — 
observation and learning. If memory is an attribute | 
of matter, there is a limit to the number of thoughts — 
that can be stamped on it, just as a blank paper will | 
be filled by what is inscribed on it. | Did: you ever | 
meet a man who told you his memory was full and © 
could not receive another thought? The more j 
thoughts man has in his memory the better fitted he — 
is to receive other thoughts, and,that without any 
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limit, which proves that memory is an attribute of 
the spirit of man. | 
4. Man has reason, which is that power which 
compares a newly announced thought with all that is 
known of other things to see whether there is har- 
monious agreement and consistency. By reason 
‘also’ is meant a mental process of testing truth by 
logical process. Here man stands high above the 
animal on a pinnacle where they can not come. 

gs.) Mani ‘can correct the report of his senses, he 
may be turned around so he'can not tell the cardinal 
points of the compass, or his senses may report to. 
him incorrectly, but with a matchless power found in: 
man he corrects the report of his senses and sets 
himself right. Man’s appetite may crave what his 
“inner intelligence knows will not agree with him, and 
he will refuse the thing that sense craves; this is 
man’s higher nature, his lofty being, his soul.’ 


MR. GRANT'S SIXTH ADDRESS. 


Mr. Moderator, Ladies. and Gentlemen:—\1 deny 
the correctness of Dr. Clark’s translation of the pas- 
sage in Ecclesiastes. “The 104th Psalm and 2oth 
verse says, ‘‘Thou hidest thy face, they are troubled; 
thou takest away their breath, they die, and return 
mo their dust.’ . This; is the lot of, man, he) has.no 
‘immortal soul that leaves the body, the soul is but 
the breath, I admit that the soul is immaterial, in 
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this we agree. The Scriptures both ask and answer 
the question, ‘‘For what is your life? it is even as a 
vapor which appeareth for a little time and then van- 
isheth away.” He claims I am prejudging him; 
I fear he prejudges me. Mr. Dillon claims that the 
good go to paradise and the bad to ¢artaros when 


they die. I deny that such is the case, these are but — 


heathen notions of futurity. Mr. Dillon quoted from 
Hebrews as to the earthly. parents being the fathers 
of the flesh and God the Father of the Spirit). eed n. 
see nothing in this to support his view. The spirits 
of just men made perfect in Heb. 12: 23, refers to 
- good men in this world, not to disembodied spirits. 
Paul says inv) Cor 15i088,+10,) ‘Then they. also 
- which have fallen asleep in Christ are perished. If 
in this life only we have hope in Christ, we are of 
all men most miserable.” Paul held that but for the 
resurrection we would perish. _I shall continue the 
quotation of testimony where I left off. Old Testa- 
ment Commentary Vol. I. page 19, ‘“The word. .trans- 
lated soul contains no idea of a spiritual existence. 
The word simply refers to the natural life of animals 
and men.” Similar testimonies might be multiplied 
exceedingly beyond what I ‘have produced. Now 
what shall be done with these facts? these simple 


statements? All facts are infallible. They are all 


harmonious. If my friend can bring one single fact 
to show that the terms xephesh and psuche which 
occur 105 times, and is rendered life forty times, 
means an undying entity, I will yield. 
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_ Iwill give you a few examples: Matt. 2: 20, 
““They are dead which sought the young child’s 
life,” (psuche). This is the first use of the term 
_ psuche i in the New Testament. The next use of the 
term is in Matt. 6: 25, ‘‘Take no thought for your 
' life (psuche), what ye shall eat; . . . is not the life 
; (psuche) more than meat?’ Matt? 10: 39, ‘‘He 
_ that findeth his life (psache) shall lose it, and he that 
loseth his life (pswche) for my sake shall find it.”” John 
4 10: 11, ‘*Phe Good Shepherd giveth his life (psache) 
stor the sheep.”’ John. 10: 17, ‘‘Therefore doth my 
Father love me, because I lay down my life (psache).”’ 
Beicts 27: 22, ‘‘Phere shall beino loss of, any man’s. * 
“life (psuche).”’ The following is. the definition of 
« pouche by Robinson, the Greek Lexicographer: ‘‘The 
_ breath usually, and in New Testament vital breath, 
' through which the body lives; that is, the principle 
| of life manifested in the breath, the soul. Properly 
& the soul as the vital principle; that is, the animal soul 
mthe vital spirit . . .”’ Acts 20: 10, “And Paul went 
down, and fell 4 ‘him, and embracing him, said, 
Trouble not yourselves; for his life (psuche) is in 
him; ” (of beasts). Rev. 8: 9, ‘‘And the third part of 
| the creatures which were in the sea, and_ had life 
} (psuche) died.” Matt. : 30, ‘He that findeth his 
life (psuche) shall bee i and he Beh loseth his 
life (psuche) for my sake shall find it.” Grimm's 
Standard Greek Lexicon defines psuche: ‘breath... 
that is the breath of life, the vital force which ani- 
_ mates the body, and shows itself in breathing; life.” 
5 
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Dunbar’s Lexicon: ‘‘The soul; the principle of life j 
breath; the breath of life.” Lzddell and Scott: ‘‘Breath © 
. the life; spirit.’’ Yet all these Lexicographers — 
give the theological definition. They must give | 
that, but it never comes first, but among the last. 
John Jones’ Lexicon: ‘‘Breath; the principle of life, 
supported by breathing, and called the soul in oppo- | 
sition to soma the body Matt. 10: 28, ‘‘The breath 
of life; the principle of life;. the living principle.” : 
Gen. I: 30, ‘‘And to every beast of the earth, and to@ 
every fowl of the air, and to everything that creepeth — 
upon the earth wherein there is life.”’ Matt. 2: 20, § 
“Arise and take the young child and his mother, ~ 
and go into the land of Israel; for they are dead that 
sought the young. child’s “e.”’ Same as the other 4 
Lexicographers. So I might go on if necessary. 
Matt. 16: 25, 26, ‘‘For whosoever will save his life } 
(psuche), shall lose it; and whosoever will lose his life 
( psuche) for my sake, shall find it. . For what is a 
man profited, if he shall gain the whole world, and = 











lose his own soul (fsuche) or what shall a man give © 
in exchange for his soul?” (psuche). Dr. Clark renders { 
it life. Dr. Parkhurst again, ‘“Psuche . .. breath 

.” Acts 20: 10, ‘‘His life (psuche) is in him.”] 
Rev. 8: 9, ‘‘The creatures which were in the sea, and | 
had life (psuche) died.” There the life is applied. to © 
the animals in the sea. The word corresponding — 
with soul in the New Testament is applied first to q 
the animals in the sea; Gen. 1: 20. Dr. Parkhurst | 
gives Gen. 35: 18, as an example where xephesh 


yt 
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means life, ‘‘And it came to pass as her soul (xephesh) 
was in departing for she died, and that she called his 
name Ben-oni.’’ The same is repeated over and over 
by these Lexicographers, unanimously. . Bzblio. The- 
ological Lexicon: ‘‘Psuche, from psicho, to breathe.” 
‘Breath of animal life.”’ From Homer downwards, 
the word signifies life in individual existence, human 
imewand occasionally \\i ou uiithe life. of brutes. 7iiy.tes 
to the use of the word in Scripture, first in the Old 
Testament, it corresponds with zephesh primarily life, 
breath, the life which exists in every living thing.”’ 
“In the New Testament psuche denotes life in distinct 
jadividualvexistence.’)) Rev. '8: 9, “And: the (third 
part of the creatures which were in the sea and had 
life (psuche) died.” ‘The Bible certainly teaches that 
this life principle called the soul of man, is the same 
‘as that in all living things. | There is no distinction. 
It came from the Creator. I now pass to consider 
nephesh and psuche; that is living creature. In the 
Bible, every living, material being, including man» 
and all downward, to the smallest animal on the land 
-or in the sea, is called a ‘‘living soul,’’ because it has 
life. It is applied to the animals in the sea, and: on 
the land, before the’-creation of ‘man;,Gen). 1:21, 


~“‘And God created great whales, and every living 
creature, (nxephesh chatyah) that moveth which the 
waters brought forth abundantly.” This is the first 
use of it in this sense where it means ‘‘living soul.”’ 
® lhe next use is in Gen. I: 24, ‘‘And God said,’ Let — 
the earth bring forth the living creature (xephesh 
chatyah) after his kind, cattle and creeping things. 4 
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MR. DILLON'S SEVENTH: ADDEESS. 


Mr. Moderator, Ladwes and Gentlemen:—It is a fact 
worthy of note, that Mr. Grant fails to maintain ’‘con- 
sistency, in advocating his error. He said, ‘‘The 
soul is the breath,’ and again, ‘‘The soul is imma- 
terial.’ Does he not know that breath is air inhaled 
and exhaled from the lungs, and that air is a material 
substance? He says, ‘‘Lifeé. is a vapor.” James 
says, ‘‘Your life is a vapor.” It is compared to 
a vapor. But when the vapor disappears, it has 
only gone somewhere else. He tries to make much 
of the Scripture. ‘‘For if in this life only we have 
hope in Christ, we are of all men most miserable.” 
But I can see no comfort here for a doctrine that 
would blot us out atthe death of the body, and put 
an immense blank of hopelessness out in the future 
world as our sad lot. As to Robinson's Lexicon, it 
says on the Article psuche, ‘‘In antithetic declara- 
tions of Jesus, psuche refers not only to natural life, 
but also to life as continued beyond the grave.”’ 


John 12: 25, ‘‘He that loveth his life shall lose it,’ 


and he that hateth his life in this world shall keep it 
unto life eternal.” The Savior does not say, he shall 
retake his life after a long interval of extinction, but 
he says he shall keep his life unto life eternal. To 
keep means to retain a thing without it being taken 
from us. Robinson adds, ‘‘Of a departed soul, 


ghost, shade, separate from the body; spoken in | 


Greek mythology of the shades, manes, ghosts 
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inhabiting hades, and gives a number of references to 
history, Grecian poets, and many Scripture refer- 
ences, to show that pswche means the departed 
disembodied soul. The Scriptures abound with 
references to the survival of man’s spirit, and the 


_ triumph of life over the death of the body. We can 


not hope to. give all the references. In Rev. 7, we 
have a most beautiful description of the redeemed in 
happiness, long before the resurrection scene occurs. 
Multitudes of the redeemed were seen who had come 


up out of great tribulation, washed their robes and 
made them white in the blood of the Lamb. 


_ There is another term in our proposition that I 
must not neglect. Science. What does it teach as 
to life, and the spirit of man? I cite Joseph Cook’s 


work on Biology, page 23, ‘‘The established defini- 


tion is supported, and Tyndal’s is not, by the intui- 
tive belief of the mind as to personal identity. All 


the particles of the body are changed within seven 
years, as science used to teach, or within one year, 
as it now teaches; and, trite as the power of this 
objection to materialism has made the objection 


itself, the inquiry is now more pertinent than ever. 


How is it thinkable, if matter evolves the personality, 


that this remains the same, while the physical man 


does not retain its identity during any two circuits of 
the seasons?”’ ‘‘It is the generally accepted theory 
of metaphysical science, that the soul builds the 
body, and not the body the soul.’”’ Page 26, ‘‘Mat- 
ter has extension, impenetrability, figure, divisi- j 
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bility, inertia, color. Mind has neither. Not one 
of these terms has any conceivable meaning in appli- 
cation to thought or emotion. What is the shape of 
love? How many inches long is fear? What is the 
color of memory? Since Aristotle and St. Augus- 
tine, the antithesis between mind and matter, has 
been held to be so broad, that Sir William Hamil- ~ 
ton’s common measure for it was the phrase, ‘the — 
whole diameter of being.’ Page 90, ‘Huxley, more 
cautious than Haeckel, says that life is the cause of 
organization, and not organization the cause of life.’ 





He has printed that opinion over and over, and — 
never taken it back. Well, if life is the cause of.) 
organization, probably it is safe to say, the cause 
must exist before the effect. At least that is nature’s 
logic. But, if life may exist before organization, why 
not after it? Lafirm that the nucroscope begins to have 
"visions of man’s tmmortality.” ‘‘Life is thus the 
cause of organization, and not organization the cause 
of life. Life, therefore, exists before organization. 
If it exists before, it may after.’’ This is the argu-— 
ment, and consensus of collected reasoning, of the 
greatest American, Joseph Cook. Page 147, ‘‘Dr. | 
Drysdale says in so many words, (Protoplasmic The- 
ory of Life, p: 199), No matter how complex the 
protoplasmic molecule may be, its atoms are still 
nothing but matter, and must share its properties for 
good or evil, and among the rest inertia. _ Hence it 
can not change its state of motion nor, rest without 
the influence of some force from without. True 
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spontaneity of movement is, thérefore, just as impos- 
sible'to it as to what we call dead matter. . . . So 
we are compelled to admit the existence of an excit- 
ing cause in the form of some force from without to 
give the initial impulse in all vital actions. ‘This is 
_the’’—What? The soul? We expect him to say 
that; but what he says is, ‘‘This is the stemulus,” 
whatever that may mean, Page 150, ‘‘After the 
unanimity of experts, there is no higher authority on 
any scientific doctrine than to find it taught in stand- 
ard textbooks in schools of the first rank; but you 
may easily ascertain that the very latest standard 
textbooks oppose the mechanical or materialistic 
theory of life.” This shows that all the textbooks 
in the best schools are against Mr. Grant’s theory. 
ace Vis iy) W ev-fail) | Huxley) says: to; déeteotany 
organization in the bioplasmic mass; but there are 
movements in it and life. We see the movements: 
they must have the cause. The cause of the move- 
-ments must exist before the movements. The life is 
there before the organization. But if life may exist 
before organization, it may do so after it, or outside 
Bit.” Page 157, \‘There “is, not’ inm).Germany today; 
except Haeckel, a sirgle professor of real eminence 
who teaches philosophical materialism.’ _‘Wundt, 
the greatest of the physiologists of Heidelberg Uni- 
versity, which leads Germany in medical science, has 
made for years a profound study of the inter-relation 
of matter and mind; and he rejects materialism as in 
conflict with self-evident, axiomatic truth.’”’ 
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The status of the case viewed from the scientific 
standpoint is: | : 

1. Scientists can not account for life as it exists — 
in matter by spontaneous production. 

2. They hold that the life pre-existed and caused — 
matter to organize. 

3. That since the life was before the organization — 
of matter, it is not dependent on matter for its exist-— 
ence, and therefore it will continue to exist after the q 
material organization is dissolved and disorganized. — 

The Jvoice of science is specific and definite. It 
speaks in unmistakable terms for man’s immortality. 
I found another argument on the fact, that the laws — 
of physics show that the stream can, in no case, rise — 
higher than the fountain. If man’s being is entirely 
‘material, then materiality being the fountain of his 
existence, is capable of satisfying all his desires, 
But men in the lowest ranks of fortune and position, 
desire something they do not possess; men in the 
middle rank are alike unsatisfied, and when the pin- q 
nacle is reached of the highest rank of wealth, fame 
and earthly fortune, they perish with the using, and — 
leave us, like the others, not satished. It is reported 7 
of Alexander the Great, that when he had conquered ~ 
all the provinces known to him, he heard of other | 
worlds being inhabited, and wept because he knew 
of no means of conveyance by which to reach them, 
that he might extend his conquests to other worlds. 
There are but sixteen of the sixty-five simple ele- — 
ments of the world, in our bodies. If therefore we — 
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are all material, since our desires crave something 
beyond earth, the stream has risen higher than its 
fountain, and the law of physics is infracted, which 
cannot be. This proves that man _ has in his being 
Spiritual elements which nothing but communion 
with his God can satisfy. There are no half-hinges 
in the universe, the bird’s wing implies the counter- 
part of air, on which it-may use its wings to fly. 
The fishes’ fins implies the correlation of water, in 
which it may swim. Man desires to live. Mr. Grant 
has said during this discussion that he hoped to live 


till Jesus comes, and never die. This is the common 
desire of man, and it teaches us that the desire is- 


correlative with the fact of man’s capability and God’s 


provision that man shall live. 


MR: GRANT'S SEVENTH ADDRESS. 


Mr. Moderator, Ladies and Gentlemen: James 
Says, 4: 14, ‘“‘For what is your life? It is evena 
vapor, that appeareth for a little time, and then van- 
isheth away.’ The life vanishes away, love is im- 
mortal, memory is an attribute of spirit. Scientists 


say that the brain is the thinking part in man. I 


indorse this view as true. Psalm 146: 4, ‘‘His breath 
goeth forth, he returneth to his earth; in that very 
day his.thoughts perish.” Man cannot teach nor 
know anything without an organism. Gen. 2: 7, 
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‘And the Lord God formed man of the dust 'S the - : 
ground, and breathed into his nostrils the breath of | 4 
life, and man became a living soul.” Such is the - 
record of man’s creation, he was formed from the — 
dust of the ground, then breath was breathed into 
his nostrils and he became a living soul. We _ have 
had paraded before us the account of souls that were 
beheaded, crying out, but souls cannot cry. 

Mr. Dillon. Not souls that were beheaded, but 
the souls of them that were beheaded. 

Mr. Grant. Yes, the souls of them that were be- 
headed, but do you not know that souls can not cry, 
they can do nothing, they cannot talk, there is not 
one passage to prove in the least degree that the - 
spirit lives after the body dies. . Mr. Dillon says we 
cannot destroy an atom of matter, but I cannot see 
anything in that. Love does not go on after death; 
thought ceases and all our desires cease. Mr. Dillon 
holds that dogs and horses have no memory. They © 
certainly do have a memory, this can easily be proven, 
they remember. occurrences. Certainly they can 
remember. The brain is the instrument of thought. — 
The Indian with a low forehead and small brain is | 
capable of but little thought. The best scientists 
are on my side. The Greek word pueuma is not 
life, it is only a name for life. | Life does not mean 
happiness, it means existence. Every word we say 
is recorded on the brain. | Alexander Bain says on 
page 12 of Zhe Senses and the Intellect, ‘No fact in 
our constitution can be considered more certain than 





u ae 4 


| i ; i ! 


ae Te 


\ 


— 


t ea! 
Lmmortality and Annihilation. 75. 


this, that the brain is the chief organ of mind, and 


has mind for its principal function. As we descend 
in the animal scale through quadrupeds, birds, rep- 
tiles, and fishes, the nervous system dwindles accord- 
“ing to the decreasing measure of mental endow-— 
ment.’’ | 

We come now to consider the word ¢artarus. 
mvwhat does that mean? 2. Pet. 2: 4, is the only 


place where the word occurs in the Bible. SMO 


God spared not the angels that sinned, but cast them 
down to hell” (¢artarus). Where is tartarus? How 
‘shall we find out? I know no better way than to 


“examine the use of the word among the Greeks. 


‘Scholars have done this most thoroughly. Dr. Wm. 
“Ramsey, who was familiar with some twelve lan- 


"guages, took special pains to examine this subject. 
He says; ““‘The word ¢artarus means according to 


Greek writers, in a physical sense, the bounds, or 
“verge of this material.system.”’ Dr. Parkhurst says 


in his Lexicon: ‘‘It appears in a passage in Lucian, 


that by ¢ar/arus was meant in a aye eer sense, the 


bounds of this material creation.’ ’ Dr. Whately says: 


; “The word used by Peter Raich our translators 
‘render ‘cast down to hell,’ or ¢artarus is to be under-. 
stood of our dark, gloomy earth, with its dull clouds, 


foul vapors, and misty atmospheres : . . Plutarch 


ae eee ae 
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‘says ourair... is called ¢artarus from being cold: 
Both Hesiod and Homer call it aerial tartarus.’ 


‘In no other sense or way can St. Peter be under- 
stood and explained.’’ What is the value of this tes- 
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timony? Dr. David Thomas, Editor of the Homzlist, — 
says, ‘‘The judgment of Dr. Whately on any relig- | 


ious topic, is worth that of one-half the nation.” 
Prof. Cunningham says: ‘‘For clearness of percep- 


tion, he has scarcely an equal.’’ Grotius, an ancient. 


and learned author says: ‘‘That is called sartarus 
which is lowest in any thing; whether in the earth, 
or in the water, or as here, in the air.’’ Now Mr. 
chairman, we count this point settled, that zartarus 
means the airy regions of this world, not down in 


the earth, for these demons, cast down to /fartarus, - 


talked with the Savior, while he was on the earth. 
This is their place. This has nothing whatever to 
do with the punishment of the wicked. Sveol occurs 
sixty-five times in the Old Testament; the corres- 
ponding word fades ten or eleven, authors differ; 
Gehenna twelve times, tarfarus once. Sheol is ren- 
dered grave thirty-one times, hell thirty-one times 
and pit three times. Sheol is defined by Parkhurst, 
the Hebrew Lexicographer as follows: ‘‘Sheol signi- 
fies that which is common to all; the common recep- 
tacle of the dead. Jahn says: ‘It . . . cannot be 
proved by direct testimony, that the ancient Hebrews 





believed that there was a difference between the — 


good and the bad in sheol. Jahn’s Liblical Archeology, 
page 397. Moses Stuart, a very high authority says: 


“In the Old Testament, sieo/ is the place to which — 
the righteous go as well as the wicked.” Essays on — 
Punishment, page 135. Again he says, ‘‘The word 
sheol itself means regions of the dead in general.” 


a 
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Ibid, page 77. Dr. George Campbell, the Scotch 
Presbyterian Commentator says: ‘‘In my judgment 
hades ought never in Scripture to be rendered. hell.”’ 
Sheol signifies the state of the dead in general, with- 
out regard to goodness or badness, of the person.” 
Szxth Prelim. Diss., Part I], page 19. Many similar 
testimonies might be given but I forbear. So much: 
for sheol. 

What does “ades mean? Just’ the same thing. let © 
the authors speak. Swmth’s Dictionary of the Bible, 
says that hades means, ‘‘The state of the dead in 
general without any restriction of happiness ormisery.”’ 
Wm. R. Alger says: ‘‘The popular doctrine of hell 
is not of divine revelation, but a mythological growth.” 
In what condition are they in sheolor hades? I come 
to the Bible, for all these definitions must be founded 
on the Bible, that is when we get the right use of 
the words in the Bible, we have the definition of 
them. We have no other source of obtaining the 
meaning of Hebrew words but the Bible. When we 
know what they mean there, then we know what to 
believe, and not before. Psalm 6: 5, ‘‘In death there 
is no remembrance of thee; in the grave (sheol) who 
shall sive! thee thankse © olsari387 13, bo. e hhe 
‘grave (sheol) cannot praise thee, the living, the living 
he shall praise thee, as I do this day.”’ ‘This settles 
the question: 
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MR. DILLON’S EIGHTH ADDRESS. 


Mr. Moderator, Ladies and Gentlemen: — J have q 
shown abundantly and satisfactorily, to the reason- ~ 
able, that the Bible and science unite to clearly teach — 
man’s immortality. I shall show, that this is the © 
general impression and belief of mankind. Seneca ; 
says, ‘‘The body is only an inn for the spirit, the ; 
other world is its home, the day of death is the | 
birthday of eternity.’’ Cicero says: ‘‘After death | 
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we shall for the first time truly live.” Again Cicero { 
says ubiaT wert ‘in believing that the souls: of | 
men are immortal, I willingly err; nor while I live { 
would I wish to have this delightful error extorted © 
from me; and if after death I shall feel nothing, as i 
some minuté philosophers think, I am not afraid lest 
dead philosophers, should laugh at me for the error.” | 
It is a well known fact that Socrates, the greatest of 7 
the philosophers, abundantly taught the soul’s immor- } 
tality. Socrates said, ‘‘Then Cebes, beyond ques-@ 
tion, the soul is immortal and imperishable, and our | 
souls. will truly exist in another world.” Plato} 
Phedo, 106.. Sir Humphrey Davy, “Immortality is { 
no longer a name.” Byron, ‘‘Nothing dies but _ 
something mourns.’’’/ Noah Porter! DY) D; La De q 
“This life shall be continued to another.” Rev. — 
William Hutton, ‘‘Here at the cross, we learn the | 
value of the immortal soul.’”’ Joseph Cook,. ‘‘The © 
externality and independence of the soul in relation — 
to the body are known now under the microscope — 
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and scalpel better than ever before.” “All objec- 


tions to immortality are shattered.”’ ‘‘No ascending 


fog from the shallows of materialism can put out the 
bun Of axiomatic: truth.’ James Freeman’ Clarke,’ 
““To realize immortality, we must believe in a soul, 


which is our real self, which is a unit, indivisible and 


indestructible.”’ William R. Alger 9 ays: “«Crea- 
tures capable of such deeds must eet eternity. 
Their transcendent souls step from their. rejected 
mansions through the blue gateway of the air to the 


lucid palace of the stars. Death becomes at once 


the evening star of memory and the morning star of 
hope, the Hesper of the sinking flesh, the Phosphor 
of the rising soul.” William Arthur, M. A., says: 
‘«“The Hebrew, when he stood over the corpse of his 
dead, never said, as the heathen of later times, they 
Be vextinets) but he is’ cathered:: to)his ' fathers," 


Pehnop Gyrus). «Foss, tel. D. says: “The com- 


mon sense of the greater and better part of our race, 
affirm concerning human nature and human destiny, 
this fourfold postulaté: man is an immortal, religious, 
fallen, responsible being.’’ Schlegel says; ‘‘Among 


these nations of primitive antiquity, the doctrine of 


the immortality of the soul, was not a doctrine of 


‘mere probable hypothesis; it was a lively certainty, 


like the feeling of one’s own_being.’’ Plato argued 


the immortality of the soul: 1. Because it is incor- 
poreal. 2. Because it has an independent power 
of self-motion. 3.. Because it possesses universal, 
necessary, and absolute ideas, which transcend all 
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material conditions, and bespeak an origin immeasur- 
ably above the body. 
Young says, 


Grant man immortal, and thy scorn is just. 
The man immortal, rationally brave. 
Dares rush on death because he cannot die 
But if man loses all when life is lost 
He lives*a coward, or a fool expires. 


Max Muller says, ‘‘Without a belief in immortal- 
ity religion surely is like an arch resting on one pil- 


lar: like a bridge ending in an abyss.”’ esus Says, - 
) Db , 


John 3: 36, ‘‘He that believeth on the son hath ever- 
lasting life.’ Dr. Clarke says on Matthew Io: 28, 
‘“‘We find that the body and the soul are distinct 


principles, for the body may be slain and the soul 


escape.” ‘‘The soul is immaterial for the murderers 
of the body are not able, me dunamenon, have it not 


in their ‘power, to injure it!” i Whitby says, "log 
remajns that the soul doth not perish with the body, — 


nor is it reduced to an insensible state by the death 
of it.”’ Barnes says, ‘‘Men have no power to injure 
the soul, the immortal part.’ Nevin says, ‘‘The 
body may be dead, and the soul alive.’ Bengel 
says, ‘‘The soul is immortal.’’ Henry says, ‘‘The 
body is but the earthly tabernacle . . . the. spirit 
returns to God who gave it.” MacKnight says, ‘‘The 


apostle believed his soul was not to sleep after death, — 


but was to pass immediately into a state of felicity 
with Christ in paradise.” 
But why should we dwell among the commen- 
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“tators? There is not a respectable commentary nor 
theologian on the globe, or that has lived, but 
what teaches that ‘man survives death, and continues 
to live. It receives the common consent of mankind. 

We quote from authors till we are weary, we can 

shorten the: task in. truth, by asserting that all the 
intelligent hold this view, and concur with the beau- 
_tiful sentiment of Bulwer, ‘‘We are born for a higher 
P destiny than that of earth. There is a realm where 
Hihe rainbow never fades; where the stars will be 
‘ spread out before us like the islands that slumber on 

pthe ocean; and where the beautiful beings, that here 
_ pass before us like visions will stay in our presence 
Mforever.”’ Mr. Grant holds: that the brain is that 
"which thinks, he is not scientific in his statement, 
‘that the brain is the instrument through which we 
think, we: know is true. Can grey matter think? 
Thought is not a property of matter, nor an attribute 
of matter, if it was, then all matter could think, nor 






jis thought an attribute of organized matter; but organ- 
ized matter, when soul-life is within it, can be used 
“as an agency to hear, to see, to feel, to think. It is 
Brot the relation of harmony to the harp, but of the 
Wharper to the harp, or of the rower to the boat. 
| The windmill may appear to propel itself, but it is 
the wind, a foreign agency acting from without that 
‘moves it. Beethoven could make good music ona 
good instrument, but his Aaueeai not have been 
" manifested and displayed, to good advantage on a 
‘cornstalk violin. Mr. Grant speaks of character being 
6 
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in the grave, character is not a quality of matter, no. 
more than righteousness can be, he talks like Job’s. 
wife. Examine the decomposed matter of a sinner 
and a saint, and not the least difference between them 
can be found, identity, personality, character, all we 
are, inheres in, and resides with the spirit. Mr. 
Grant's views of Zartarus, hades, gehenna and sheol 
are very much at fault. Sfeo/ means covered from | 
view, and it refers to the state of the departed, 
Calmet says, ‘‘Sheol of the Old Testament or the 
hades of the New according to the notions of the | 
Hebrews, was a vast subterranean receptacle, where ; 
the souls of the dead existed in a separate state until | 
the resurrection of their bodies.” See Calmet, 
Article Hell. : a 

Hades, is from a privitive, meaning not, and zdezn | 
to see. Hence it means entering into the unseen or. 


















invisible world. It is used like zzfernus of the latin’ 
which comprehended all the departed, embracing 
elystum for the good, and ‘farfarus the abode of the 
miserable. Hades meant the receptacle of the souls) 
of the dead, whether good or bad. It was divided) 
into two parts, paradise for the good, and fartarus® 
forthe wicked; the first a place of happiness for the’ 
righteous, the second a place of distress for the souls 
of the wicked, and both continuing as intermediate | 
places for disembodied souls until the judgment. | 
Hence the term comes to be used in three senses. 7 
‘1. The general receptacle of the spirits of all men™ 
in the future world. 2. Paradise, because it em- 
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braced that, as the one part. 3. Zartarus, or the 
place of misery in the future world running to the 
judgment. This term is used just eleven times in 
the New Testament. Mr. Grant mistakes the fact in 
saying, ‘‘Ten or eleven times, the learned disagree- 
ing.” There is no chance for disagreement, if a per- 
son is capable of counting eleven. Acts 2:27, 
‘‘Because thou wilt not leave my soul in hell, neither 
wilt thou suffer thine Holy One to see corruption,” 
Here the word hell, is Zades and it refers to the 
recalling of Christ’s spirit from paradise where he 
‘told the penitent thief he should be with him. 
“Neither wilt thou suffer thy Holy One to see cor- 
“ruption” refers to recalling Christ's body from the 
grave, this makes complete sense, and is the exact 
‘meaning of this Scripture, The rich man lifted up 
his eyes in fades. ‘‘Being in torment” indicates the 
meaning to be in ¢artarus which was the other part 
of hades. Rev. 20: 13, ‘‘Death and hell delivered up 
the dead which were in them.” Death here means 
the. grave, hell, from ades means the ‘ariarus part 
where souls were reserved in punishment, until the 
judgment, death and hell were cast into the lake of 
fire. The remaining word is’ gehenna, which occurs 
twelve times in the New Testament. It means the 
place where the reunited souls and bodies of the 
wicked shall suffer endless punishment, being cast 
therein after being judged. Gehenna, the lake of fire, 
and everlasting fire refer to the same place. For 
‘the ablest treatise on this subject in our language, 
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giving the whole truth we refer you to Dr. George 
Campbell’s Dissertation on Gehenna and Hades, which 
Mr. Grant grossly misrepresents by giving a brief | 
fragmentary quotation. He shows clearly that these 
words mean as I have defined above. The quotation 
Mr. Grant makes from’ Parkhurst of a passage from 
Lucian is not in Parkhurst's Greek Lexicon, it is Mr. 

Grant’s mistake, his common infirmity. | 


MR. GRANT’S EIGHTH ADDRESS. 


Mr. Moderator, Ladies and Gentlemen:—Paul says: 
“If we believe that Jesus died and rose again.’ 
Does my brother deny that Christ died? Ifthe body 
only died, then it was but a human sacrifice. We 
read, ‘‘His soul was not left in hell,” or hades. 
1 Cor. 15: 51, 52, ‘‘Behold I show youa mystery; 
we shall not all sleep, but we shall all be changed, : 
in a moment, in the twinkling of an eye, at the last 
trump; for the trumpet shall sound, and the dead 
shall be raiséd incorruptible, and we shall be 
changed.”” Hear Jesus, John 5: 28, 29, ‘‘Marvel 
not at this; for the hour is coming, in the which all 
that are in the graves shall hear his voice, and come. 
forth; they that have done good, unto the resurrec- | 
tion of life; and they that have done evil, unto the 
resurrection of damnation.” Then they that have” 
done good are down in the grave. Is there another 
good man, who has gone away to heaven? They 
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that have done evil are in the grave. Are there two 
accountable beings in every man? Nay, verily. I 
come now to the only passage quoted by my friend 
today, if I remember rightly, in which was the word, 
“soul,” Matt. 10: 28. I-do not want any other pass- 
age than that one to prove my own position. Matt. 
LO: 28, reads, ‘‘And fear not them which kill the 
| body, but are not able to kill the soul; but rather 
fear him who is able to destroy both soul and body 
in hell,” or géhenna, fire. Mr. Chairman, whatever 
is destructible is not immortal. This teaches the 
destruction of both soul and body in gehenna, fire. 
I have already shown that the terms xephesh and 
psuche have three uses: 1. The life of aman. 2. 
jThe whole man. 3. The desire. What does soul 
)mean here? It does not. mean the body, most 
assuredly. Then it must mean life or desire, or my 
‘position is not correct. I do not think it means 
‘desire. Then it must mean life. Will that make 
‘sense? Some render it life. Look down to the 
‘thirty-ninth verse in the same chapter, Matt. 10: 39, 
“He that findeth his life (psuche) shall lose it; and 
‘he that loseth his life (pswche) for my sake, shall find 
mt. , [hen we can lose this life; but man can not 
touch the life in the world to come. Fear him that 
jis able to destroy both the life that animates man, 
and the man himself. Man can not do this. Men 
lost their souls (their lives) here as martyrs; but they 
will find them in the world to come. 
Professor Leebody, Cary Lecturer, in Magee 
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College, Londonberry, November 30, 1886, says: _ 
‘The doctrine. of uimmortality 23s Caner yates 
proved by science.” Therefore, the Bible and 
science agree on this point. 1. It is impossible for 
any soul to exist without a material body. 2. It is 
impossible to have an immortal soul without an 
immortal body. If soul means life, it can not exist, © 
only in a material orgamism. The only object, of — 
life is to keep something organized alive. Life is not 
organized by itself. If we are to have an immortal © 
soul or an immortal life, we must have an immortal : 
‘body in which it is to remain. If it means desire, 
we can not have that without senses; so, then, | 
wherever there is a soul, there must bea body. The 
great mistake has been in taking the word soul, when 
it meant life, and making it to represent the essential 
man, the accountable, moral, intelligent personality. — 
That has been the mistake of the ages. The 
heathen, the Papists, and all other false religions, try ; 
to make the soul or the life of man, to represent the ~ 
man) himself, Serence: again: 741, Gi A; Young, 
Professor of Anatomy in Princeton College, New } 
Jersey, says: ‘‘It must be frankly admitted that what 
is known about the functions of the brain and ner- 
vous system, does, to a certain extent, tend to make 
it difficult to believe in the immortality of the per- 
sonal consciousness.’’ — (Sczence and Immortality, 
pages 10, II.) oe ae 

Dr. Joseph Leidy, Professor of Anatomy and 
Zoology in the University of Pennsylvania, says: — 
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«Personal consciousness is a condition of each and 
every living animal ranging from microscopic forms 
to man. The condition is observed to close at 
‘death; and I know of no facts of modern science 
which make it otherwise than difficult, to believe in 
the persistence of that condition, that is, ‘the immor- 
tality of the personal existence.’ Science has learned 
no more than is expressed in Ecclesiastes 3: 19, ‘For 
that which befalleth the sons of men befalleth beasts; 
even one thing befalleth them: as the one dieth, so 
dieth the other; yea, they have all one breath: so 
‘that a man,hath no pre-eminence above the beast.” 


—(/bid, pages 15, 16.) | a 
Lester F. Ward, Smithsonian Institute, Washing- 
‘ton, D. C., says: ‘‘Consciousness, when scientific- 


ally examined, reveals itself as a quality of brain. 
It is a universal induction of science, that 
“modification of brain is accompanied by modification 
of consciousness, and that the destruction of brain 
results is destruction of consciousness. No excep- 
tion of this law has ever been observed.’’—(/dzd, 
‘pages 24, 25.) It follows, then, that so far as 
science can speak on this subject, the consciousness 
exists as long as the organized brain, and no longer. 
I have proved that the Hebrew word nephesh, and 
‘the corresponding word psuche in the Greek, are the 
only words rendered soul in the Bible, with two 
exceptions. That the first and primary use of these 
words is applied to all the animals in the sea, and on 
the land, before the creation of man, and means 
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simply life. I have proved that xephesh chatyah, or 
living soul, is first applied to all the animals in the 
sea and on the land before the creation of man, and ~ 


means no more when applied to him than to them. 


I have stated that these words nephesh and psuche are 


nowhere in the Bible qualified by the words immor- 
tal, everlasting, undying, or any other equivalent 
words. Therefore it necessarily follows that the 
Bible does not teach man’s immortality. 


* 


MR. DILLON’S NINTH ADDRESS. 


Mr. Moderator, Ladies and Gentlemen:—Mtr. Grant 
says, If only Christ’s body died then it was but a 
human sacrifice. If all the parts of Jesus could die 
then he must have had no divinity about him, which 
the Scriptures uniformly attribute to him. But the 
fact that his soul went to Aades and was recalled from 
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thence when his body rose is proof that his soul lived | 
when his body was dead. In his unabridged Bible — 
Dictionary, Article Hell, Smith says: ‘‘It has been © 


the prevalent? almost the universal notion that hades 
is an intermediate state between death and the resur- 


rection, divided into two parts, one the abode of the © 


blessed and the other of the lost.” Peter quotes, 
“Thou wilt not leave my soul in_ hell,” (Aades). 
With Mr. Grant's view that the entire being of Jesus 
died it certainly was nothing but a human sacrifice. , 
_ His proposition, that whatever is destructable is not 
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immortal; contains a fallacy. He assumes that de- 
_stroy means to make and end of a thing, to blot it 
out, which is not its meaning, in any case in the 
' Bible. Hos. 13: 9, ‘‘O Israel. thou has:destroyed 

thyself; but in me is thy help.”’ Does,this mean 

that Israel had ended her existence? Job says of 
God, ‘‘He hath destroyed me on every side.” Was 

he annihilated? Destroy never has that meaning. I 
‘must confess myself pleased with Mr. Grant’s inter- 
pretation of Matt. 10: 28. The soul he says means 
Wthe life. Well then it means that men can kill the 
body, but cannot kill the life. That is, a man’s life 
: survives the death of the body and continues to live. 
That is good enough. Cannot have an immortal soul 
_ without an immortal body, is supreme nonsense. He 
might as well say, You cannot have a hickory han- 
dle, without you have a hickory ax. The soul may 
be immortal, and the body mortal. Men should 
“speak with wisdom. Consciousness is a quality of 
brain. What an absurdity! Brain is a material 
thing, it has form. , What is the form of conscious- 
ness? How long, thick, and wide is consciousness? 
Nor is there any evidence that animals have con- 
sciousness. Consciousness is that notice the mind 





takes of its own operations. It is an immaterial 
thing inhering in mind, and hence does not perish at 
the death of the body. Modification of brain is 
accompanied with modification of consciousness. 
Yes, differences of brain are like variety in instru- 
ments. Beethovencould play well ona good, well-made 
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instrument, but not so well on poorer kinds of instru- 
ments, especially not well on a corn stalk fiddle, yet 
it was Beethoven back of each of these instruments, 


who could manifest himself better through the better | 


instruments, Phe Scripture “quoted. tronmiice 3, 
I9, proves even more than was claimed. 1. In verse 
18, men are asked to see that they themselves are 
beasts. 2. Men and beasts fare alike in several ways. 
Many things befall both alike; they breathe the same 
air, die, their bodies ‘go'to the’ dust. 3. Verse 215 
_ states the difference. As Dr. Clarke renders it liter- 
ally: ‘‘Who considereth the immortal spirit of the 


sons of Adam, which ascendeth. It is from above; 


and the spirit or breath of the cattle, which decend- 
eth? It is downwards unto the earth, that is, to the 
earth only.”” Here, was what distinguished man 
from the beasts, he has an immortal spirit which will 
ascend upward to God who gave it. I now come to 
my final argument in favor of man surviving death. 
The testimony of the dying. It is said that dying 
men are honest in their testimony. The dying Chris- 
tian has, in many instances, actually seen out into 
the land of glory, spied the watchers who waited his 


coming, has seen his friends who preceded him — 


to that good world including the greatest Friend the 


Savior; and has exulted with joy as the soul was | 


moving out of the body. ‘This experience is agree- 
able with Scripture statement. Acts 7: 55, 56, 
“But he being full of the Holy Ghost, looked up 
steadfastly into heaven, and saw the glory of God, 
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_and Jesus standing on the right hand of God, and 
said, Behold I see the heavens opened, and the Son 
of man standing on the right hand of God.” And 
in verse 59, he said, ‘‘Lord Jesus receive my spirit.” 
David Livingston said: ‘‘Build me a hut to die in. | 
Iam going home.”’ He died on his knees praying, 
and went from Africa, to glory. Jerome of Prague, 
eaid:. **This soul in flames |. offer, Christ, to thee.’ 
Archbishop Cranmer said, ‘‘Lord Jesus receive my 
spirit.” Archbishop Jewell: ‘‘This day let me see 
the Lord Jesus.” Ansgar: ‘‘Into thy hands I com- 
mend my spirit.”’ Zwingli: ‘“They can slay only the 

“body, not the soul,” Risden Darcott: ‘<I am_ going 
from weeping friends to congratulating angels and 
rejoicing saints in heaven.”’ Philip Melancthon: 
“Nothing but heaven.”’. Blumhardt: ‘Light breaks 
in! Hallelujah!” Sir William Forbes: ‘‘Tell those 
that are drawing down to the bed of death, from my 
experience, that it has no terrors; that in the hour 

when it is most wanted, there is mercy with the 
Most High, and that some change takes place which 

fits the soul to meet its God.” Dr. Bateman: 
| “What glory! The angels are waiting for me.”’ Dr. 

McLain: ‘‘I can now contemplate clearly the grand 

“scene to which I am going.” Dr. Wilbur Fisk: 

’ Robert Newton: 

“Tam going, going, going to glory! Farewell sin, 
farewell death!’ Richard Watson: ‘“‘We shall see 
strange sights to-day, not the glitter and glare, not 
the topaz and diamond; No, it is God I want to see.” _ 





‘From the chair to the throne.’ 
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Bishop Porteus: ‘‘O that glorious sun.’ Philip 
William Otterbein: ‘‘The conflict is over and past. 
I begin to feel an unspeakable fulness of love and 
peace divine. Lay my head on my pillow, and be 
still.’’ Bishop George: ‘‘Glory to God.’ Bishop 
Bmiory: amen! Bishep Tur va Onris, jeent sie 
future looks bright.’’ Bishop Janes: ‘Tam not: dis- 
appointed.” Alfred Cookman: ‘‘I am sweeping 
through the gates, washed in the blood of the 
Lamb.’’ John Fletcher: ‘‘O how this soul of mine 
longs to be gone, like a bird out of his cage, to the 
realms of bliss.”” George Whitfield said: ‘‘I go to 
my everlasting rest. My sun has risen, shone, and 
is setting—nay, it is about to rise and shine forever. 
I have not lived in vain. And though I could live 
‘to preach Christa thousand years, I die to be with 
him; which is) far better; ;, Bishop DD. W)Glatk 
‘‘Tireless company! tireless song! the song of the 
angels is a glorious song, it thrills my ears even now, 
I am going to join the angels’ song.” Dr. Eddy: 


“Sing and pray, eternity dawns.’’ Bishop Gilbert | 


Haven: ‘‘There is no death; for six weeks I have 
been fighting death, and to-day I find there is no 
death, it is so beautiful, so pleasant, so delightful. 
God lifts me up in his arms. There is no darkness, 
it is all brightness. I am gliding away unto God, 
floating up into heaven.”’ Dr. Edward Payson, wrote 





a letter with his feeble hand when nearing death, in 7 


which he said, ‘‘If I were to adopt the figurative 


language of Bunyan, I would date this letter from 
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the land of Beulah, of which I have been for some 
days the happy inhabitant; the heavenly city is in 
full view, its breezes fan me, its odors are wafted to 
me, the river of death has dwindled into an_ insignifi- 
cant rill, which I can Bee in a single step whenever 
God gives me permission.’ 

These are a few of the many testimonies of Chris- 
tians when passing over to the world of glory. Very 
many more could be given. How beautiful and sim- 
_ ple are the utterances of dying children. . A beauti- 
ful girl whose mother died too soon for the child to 
know her features, would ask her nurse to tell her 
about mamma, and as the little girl grew pale and 
sick she wanted to be carried into the parlor where 
she would lay and gaze for hours on the picture of 
her mother. When she was dying she looked up, 
_ piercingly into the regions far above, she exclaimed, 
‘mother!’ with transport in her tone and went to 
join her much loved mother. How can we inter- 
pret all these pleasing experiences, unless we hold 
that the soul outlives the body? ‘They are realities; 
they are frequent. They prove that we have souls 
that continue to live when the house of clay is  dis- 
solved. With all these well supported evidences of 
man’s immortality there is perfect certainty that we 
shall live when our bodies are dead. 
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-MR. GRANT’S NINTH ADDRESS. 


Mr. Moderator, Ladies and Gentlemen:—l1 have 
not knowingly garbled definitions. I have aimed to — 
give them fairly and correctly. Breath of life is cor- 
rect as a rendering of xephesh chatyah. Gen. 6: 17, — 
«And, behold, I, even I, do bring a flood of waters — 
upon the earth, to destroy all flesh, wherein is the — 


breath of life, from under heaven; and everything 


that is in the earth shall die.” Gen. 7: 15, ‘And © 
they went in unto Noah into the ark, two and two } 
of all flesh, wherein is the breath of life.” Here we — 
have the same term again. In Rev. 6: 9, where © 


John saw the souls that were beheaded, and again in 
the 2oth, chapter of Revelation, psuche is used. 
Man is a self-acting, self'moving machine while living, 
but the dead know not anything. 


Mr. Dillon quoted from the goth Psalm, “And — 
we fly away,” but they do not fly away, they have © 


no wings, and cannot fly away, they are buried in 
the grave. | 
I now want to examine the words ruachk and 


n’shah-mah of the Old Testament and pueuma in the — 
New Testament. Ruach occurs 400 times inthe © 


Old Testament, pxeuma 385 times in the new. 
Ruach is translated in twenty-two ways, which may 
be reduced to four. 1. The breath, or spirit of life. 
2. State of feeling, as haughty in spirit, a meek 
spirit. 3. The Holy Spirit, proceeding from God. 
4. A living being, as God, good and bad angels. 
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N’ shah-mah occurs twenty-four times. Ruach is thé 
only word rendered spirit in the Old Testament with 
two exceptions; pueuwma is the only word rendered 
spirit in the New Testament with two exceptions, 


where it is from phantasma a phantom. JV ’shah-mah 


is rendered spirit: in.Job...26: | 4,..°¢ Whose » spirit 
(7 shah-mah) came from thee.”’ Prov. 20: 27, ‘‘The 
spirit (7 shah-mah) of man is the candle of the Lord.” 
These are the only two places where spirit is not 
from ruach. In the New Testament from phantasma, 


‘like a phantom ship, nota reality.. Matt. 14: 26, | 
‘and Mark 6: 49, ‘‘And when ‘the disciples saw him 


walking on the sea, they were troubled, saying, It 


“is a spirit, and they cried out for fear. But straight- 
way Jesus spoke unto them, saying, Be of good 


cheer, it is I be not afraid.”” Now let us see what 
we have settled in this argument, that we may see 
-on what foundation we are building. It has been 


proved that the Hebrew word xephesh and psuche 
-are the only words rendered soul in the Bible, with- 
“two exceptions. That the first and primary use of 


these words, is applied to all the animals in the sea, 


‘and on the land, before the creation of man, and 
“means simply life. This point was proven if any- 


‘thing can be proven. It has been proved that the 


“primary use of xephesh chaiyah or living soul, is first 


applied to all the animals in the sea and on 


“the land.. These words nephesh and psuche are no- 


where qualified in the Bible by the words immortal, 
everlasting, undying, or any other equivalent terms, 
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therefore it follows that the soul of man is not 
immortal and conscious, between death and the res- ‘ 
urrection. I wish these points met fairly and square- 4 
ly with passages from the Bible where the words 
rendered soul or spirit, in the Old or New Testa- 
ment, are qualified anywhere by a single word equi- | 
valent to immortal, everlasting or undying. And 
until this is brought it cannot be proved that the 
Bible teaches the soul is immortal. I have shown 
that the voice of science is opposed to the doctrine 
of the immortality of the soul; and is in complete 
harmony with the Bible. These being facts it is not 
possible to find other facts contradicting them. Mr. 
Dillon holds that there is a spirit back of the brain, 
and physical organization which operates through 
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these. I would like to inquire whether he believes 


_—— = 


in a personal God? If he does not, he would bea 
pantheist. I read the Savior was the express image 


—— 


of his Father's person. . He is a spirit and so are the 
‘angels; but they are personal beings. How does 
God and his Son live in us? I and my Father will , 
come ‘‘and make our abode with you.” How? By | 
the Holy Spirit, which ought to be in every one of 
us. So these demons, in the same way as the mes- = 
merists get control of their legions. How did Christ: ~ 
cast them out? By breaking these powers or 
force but all living things have spiritual power; 
the mesmerizer,’) the charmer, all’ have. \j,.and they am 
are in their subjects by that power. The disciples | 
were instructed to.tarry at Jerusalem till they 


| 
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were endued with power from on high.” So these 
demons were in their subjects by their power; and 
when Christ cast them out, then his power controlled 
fem. 8 Greater isihe thatis.in you, -than’-he ‘that 
is in the world.” They were notin them person- 
ally, but by their power; so Christ is not in us_per- 
sonally. My friend does not believe it, if he believes 
‘the Bible. If so then there would be as many 
Christ’s as there are Christian persons. In Gen. 3: 
22-24, we have a record where Adam was driven 
‘from the tree of life, lest he should ‘‘eat and live for- 
-ever.’”’ That is the reason given, ‘‘Lest he put forth 
his hand, and take also of the tree of life, and eat 
‘and live forever.””. He was driven out of the garden 
to “till the ground from whence hewas taken.” How 
_did he get eternal life? He did not get it, forthe 
record says he died. Why? Because he sinned. We 
“read the penalty pronounced on Adam in Gen: 3: Ig, 
“In the sweat of thy face shalt thou eat bread, till 
'thou return unto the ground; for out of it wast thou 
taken, for dust thou art, and unto dust shalt thou 
*eturn.”’ Who is the ‘thou? To whom was he 
speaking when he says thou? Was it the man inside? 
“If so then that is the one that is to die, and go into 
‘the ground. Let that .be true and Satan is a liar, 
and we need a resurrection. How are we to get 
out of the grave? Through Christ the second Adam. 
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ANNIHILATION. 


~PROPOSITION.—Do the Scriptures teach that the 
finally wunpenitent will pass out of extstence and 
never return to life, after the second death. 


AFFIRMATIVE, Miles Grant. 
NEGATIVE, William Dillon, D. D. 


MRy GRANT'S OPENING. ADDRESS, 


| Mr. Moderator, Ladies and Gentlemen: — I am 
glad to meet you again in consideration of a solemn 


* 
it 


subject. I commence with the inquiry found in 1 





'Pet. 4:17, ‘‘For the time is come that judgment 
_must begin at the house of God, and if it first begin 
“at us, what shall the end be, of them that obey not 
“the gospel of God.” We agree that the punishment 
of the wicked is eternal; we do not differ as to its 
- duration, but as to its nature we differ. I hold that 


“the wicked will die, go out of existence; he holds. 


Pthey will forever live in a state of suffering. \ The 
| word eternity appears but once, which is in Isa. 57: 
Bis. In the former part of this discussion, I have 
examined the words nxephesh, psuche, ruach, pneuma, 
and n shah-mah. These words related to the mean- 
| ing of soul and spirit. We have some other words 
to examine still. These words are sheol in the He- 


a 
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brew and “ades in the Greek which agree with eSchie 
other, and tartarus and gehenna. ‘Vhese four relate 
to the subject now to be examined. Sheol occurs 
sixty-five times in the Old Testament; and fades ten 
or eleven times; gehenna twelve times, farfarus once. 


hat aad 


Sheol is rendered grave thirty-one times, hell thirty-. 


one times, and pit three times. Sheol is defined by 
Parkhurst, the Hebrew Lexicographer, as follows: 
“Sheol signifies that which is common to: all; the 
common receptacle of the dead,’ Dr. George Camp- 
bell the Scotch Presbyterian Commentator says: ‘In 
my judgment /ades ought never in Scripture to be 
rendered hell.” ‘‘Sheol signifies the state of the 
dead in general, without regard to . . . goodness 
or badness of the person.” Szxtk Drss., Part IL., 


Sec. 2 page 19. This shows the meaning of sheol. - 


Smith's Dictionary of the Bible says that hades means 
“The state of the dead in general, without any 
restriction of happiness or misery.” Lallingers’ Crit- 
zcal .Greek and English Lextcon: ‘‘Hades .. . de 
notes the realm of the invisible, the kingdom of the 


dead, graveland, gravedom, all the graves in the | 


”) 


world as one . Accepting the Scripture teach- 
ing as to #ades, other difficulties are: thereby cleared 


and removed; for example, in Psa. 9: 17, ‘‘The wick- 


ed shall be turned into hell, (szeo/), and all the 
nations that forget God.’ Here the word ‘‘turned’’ 
shoov (to return, to turn back), hence, it is not said 


that the wicked shall be sent to hell; but that they, — 


shall be returned or sent back to sheol or hades, 
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which is the second death.’’ I think now we have 


an answer to the question, ‘‘Where are the dead?” 


We have the positive statement, very plain indeed, 


that in sheol there is no knowledge, no work, no 


device, no wisdom; consequently they must be un- 


conscious while they are in sheo/. Hence follows the 
conclusion, that all who have died since the creation 
of Adam, are now wholly unconscious in sheol, ex- 
cepting the few who have been raised from the dead. 


_ We hold this is a Bible fact and that no Bible fact 


will be brought to refute it. Soul means the life of 
animals as is shown from Gen. I: 20; it meansa 


beast as is shown by Prov. 12: 10; it means every 


living thing, Job 12: 10. Are they all conscious? 


_ if so, then all beasts will be eternally conscious. 


® then it means living creature; see Gen.’ 1: 24. 


Nephesh also means desire. Mic. 7: 3; Psa. 145: 16, 
‘Thou openest thy hand and satisfieth the desire of 


) 


' every living thing. 1. It is utterly impossible for 


a soul to exist without a living organization. 2. It is 


impossible to have an immortal soul without an im- 
mortal body. If all living souls are immortal, then 


all beasts are immortal. Zartarus means the airy 


_ regions round our earth, hence it has no relation to 


_ this question at all. There is another word to exam- 


ine; gehenna, which occurs twelve times and relates 


_to the valley of Hinnom. No one now is in gehenna 


' fire, nor will any one be there till after the return of 


re 


~ 


Christ and the judgment. The question of the rich 
man and Lazarus has been before us, but there are 


* 
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two insurmountable objections to my friend’s theory 
as to it. 1. It sends men to punishment and reward 
before the coming of Christ, the resurrection and 
judgment; which is contrary tothe Scriptures. 2 Pet. 
2: 9, ‘The Lord knoweth how to ... ..reserve the: 
unjust unto the day of judgment to be punished.” 
aim vas nro charre thee therefore: betore (aac, 


and the Lord Jesus Christ, who shall judge the quick — 


and the. dead at his appearing and his kingdom.”’ 
Rev. 20: 13, ‘‘The sea gave up the dead which were 
in it; and death and hell (/ades) delivered up the 
dead which were in them, and they were judged, 
every man according to their. works.’’ Notice that — 
which is to be judged is the dead in “ades; or dead in 
thesea. Are living men there? But. the accounta- 
ble beings are there, who are to be judged when 
they come out. As. I have shown before the whole 
man dies; the whole man is raised, the whole man is 
judged, and the whole man rewarded. Matt. 16: 27, 
‘“‘The Son of Man shall come in the glory of his 
Father, with his angels, and then he shall reward 
every man according to his works.’’ Science is silent 
on this question; it does not come within its range. 
All believe that the soul is immaterial, there is no 
dispute on that point, but even Richard Watson does 
not hold that the soul is immortal. 








t 
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OUR DUE ON S FIRST ADDRESS. 


Myr. Moderator, Ladies and Gentlemen: We enter 
on the consideration of the second proposition, in 
which my opponent proposes to prove that the Scrip- 
tures teach that man will pass out of existence, and 
never return to life, after the resurrection. What is 
to be his source of proof? The Scriptures. «But as 


_ to the finally impenitent being blotted from existence, 


he has not presented a single passage of Scripture in 


his first speech. He quoted, as to two or three oth- . 


er, and irrelevant subjects, but nothing as to this. 
But he may say he is laying a foundation. Let us 
see. . He aims to show that sheol, hades, and tartarus 
do not refer to places of reception and detention of 


_ departed souls, which would have been pertinent on 


the first proposition, but has no relation to this, and 
to show that gchenna refers to the condition of the 
lost after the judgment, in a state of annihilation. 
I would ask him, why do the Scriptures employ any 
words to show where those passing from this life are? 
On his theory all that would be needed would be to 


say they are dead, and dead would be their state and 


that alone. The fact that any place of reception: or 
detention is named, defeats his view. I shall exam- 
ine his speech. I must say first that I fear Mr. 
Grant is turning to be sceptical. On the passage 


«We fly away,”’ he said last evening. ‘‘But they do 
not fly: away, they have no wings, and cannot fly 


+ 
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away, they are buried in the grave.’”’ This is not an 
interpretation but a contradiction of the* Scriptures, 
and sounds like infidelity. Mr. Grant quotes Dr. 
George Campbell as saying that ‘‘Zades ought never 
in Scripture to be rendered hell.”’ But why does he 
not tell what Dr. Campbell says it does mean? Dr. 
Campbell says: ‘‘Canst thou by searching find out 
God? Canst thou find out the Almighty unto per- 
fection? It is as high as heaven, what canst thou do? 
Deeper than hell.’”’ Now of the opinion that the 
word in the Old Testament always denotes grave or 
sepulcher, nothing can be a fuller confutation than 
this passage.’’ There “ades is used in the Septuagint 
in the passage quoted from Job, Dr. Campbell adds, 
‘(What man in his senses could have said, ‘Ye can 
no more comprehend the Deity, than ye can discover 
the height of the firmament or measure the depth of 
‘a grave.’’’ Dr. Campbell further says, ‘Let it be 
observed that Keber the Hebrew word for grave or 
sepulcher is never rendered in the ancient translations 
hades, but taphos, mnema, or some equivalent term. 
Sheol on the contrary, is never rendered /aphos or 
mnema but always fades, nor is it ever construed 
with ¢hapfo or any verb that means to bury a thing 
almost inevitable, in words so frequently occurring, 
Wit had: ever “properly |) stanified va) graves i. asDr: 
George Campbell says: ‘‘Where the disposal of the 
body or corpse is spoken of, Zaphos or some equiva- 
lent term, is the name of its repository. When men- 


tion is made of the spirit after death, its abode is 
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t hades. When notice is taken of any one’s making or 
: visiting the grave of any person, touching it, mourn-° 
» ing at it, or erecting a pillar or monument upon it, 
_and the like, it is always KAeder that is employed. 
t _ Add to all this that in “ades all the dead are repre- 
| sented as present without exception. The case is 
quite different with the grave or sepulchers.”” Then 
: hear Dr. George Campbell’s conclusion. ‘‘May we 
: not then, upon the whole, fairly conclude that we 
have all the evidence which the nature of the thing 
| will admit, and more than in most philological in- 
: quiries, is thought sufficient that the word grave or 
' sepulcher never conveys the full import of the 
| Hebrew sfeol or the Greek hades.’”’ Andagain: ‘‘So 
‘ much for the literal sense of the word fades, which, 





as has been observed, impltes properly neither Ae// 
‘nor the grave, but the place or state of departed 
souls.” hie 
i: Now, since Dr. George Campbell has been intro- 
duced by Mr. Grant, and we both acknowledge his 
ability and honesty, having settled the meaning of 
hades, \et us hear Dr. Cam pbell on lartarus. ‘Tartar. 
us, which is, as it were, the prison of /ades, wherein 
criminals are kept till the general judgment. And 
| ‘asin the ordinary use of the Greek word it was 
comprehended under fades asa part.” ‘‘The rich 
“man, though in torments, was not in gehenna, but 
ie that part of “ades called tartarus where we have seen 
already that spirits reserved for judgment are detain- 
ed in darkness.” Let us hear him. on gehenna. 
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‘‘The import of the English word fell when we peal i 


as Christians, answers exactly to gehenna. ‘‘Gehenna— 


as a name for the place of future punishment.” So. 


then gehenna is the place of punishment to succeed 


tartarus after the judgment and to continue forever. 
These quotations are found in Dr. George Campbell’s E 


Sixth Preliminary Dissertation, Part I. His _testi- 
mony, like that of all able men is for our side of this 


proposition. Mr. Grant says, ‘‘That which is to be } 
judged is dead in “ades or dead in the sea.’’ He has © 
not read, carefully... It says, Rev. 207/13, ‘And? them 
sea gave up the dead which were in it and death and 


” 


hell delivered up the dead which. were in’ them. 


The sea delivered up its dead, death standing for the 
craves of earth, and fades the abode of the departed © 
spirits delivered up the spirits in it. Here hades jis © 
used for the fartarus side referring to the lost as we © 
have previously shown. © His objection founded on — 


the unjust being reserved unto the day of judgment 


to be punished, and the quick and dead being judged — 
at his appearing and kingdom, have no weight be- — 
cause their severest punishment will come then. I 
am amused at his quotation which attempts to show © 
that the wicked will be returned into hell, instead of © 


turned into hell. Svov means to go, to come, to 
repeat, to return, to turn. His view is very select 
and fanciful. His stale view that a soul cannot exist 
without a body has received sufficient reply previous- 
‘ly. It is too absurd to be dangerous. I now put in 


a counter argument, which is that by killing the wick- — 
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ed the second time as claimed by Mr. Grant, no end 
would be secured. When they were dead and out 
of existence as he claims, what motive could there be 
for calling them to life again, only to strike them 
down into nonentity again. No object could be sub- 
‘served by it. Why not bring up the righteous alone 
and allow the wicked to remain dead. Who would, 
if he could bring up aman from the dead tor the 
‘purpose of dealing him another blow to send him 
‘back to death again. Death wouid place him beyond 
the power of committing other depredations. Hence 
‘it can serve no purpose, answer no end, and is there- 
fore purposeless and aimless, unless it is thought that 
‘the Almighty wants to re-inflict on them death, 
which would be inconsistent with his character. 
-Science is not silent on this important question, it 
: ae the doctrine of the conservation of forces. 
“You cannot blot out any material thing, much _ hard- 
“er would it be to blot out an immaterial existence. 
‘See the wonderful mind of man; the immense steam- 
‘ship that plows its track against howling storms, and 
‘raging billows through the ocean. See _ the railroad 
‘systems across the land from shore to shore; see the 
‘telegraph flashing its messages with lightning speed; 
‘see the telephone, the phonograph, and all the in- 
ventions of matchless: mind, then ask: Can that 
‘great immortal force be blotted out by the death of 
a few pounds of flesh? The theory that would blot 
‘it out is stupendously false. It cannot be. Mind is 


* 


‘immortal and imperishable. 
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MEOGRAN TS SECOND AID) ini. 


Mr. Moderator, Ladies and Gentlemen:—I did not © 
say last night that it has no wings, and can not fly } 
away. He accuses me wrongfully of scepticism, the 4 
Bible is dear to me. I did not say it. He lies! — 
He ‘asa lar!) Ae olesGod i knowsal never) said its 4 
He is not aman of honor. I hope God will strike — 
me dead if I ever said it. This is the most unpleas- — 
ant thing I ever had in any debate. : 

Mr. Dillon. Mr. Moderator. This is out of © 
order. If Mr. Grant has any argument, he should } 
proceed with it. But such abuse should cease. q 

Rev. N. R. Luce, the Moderator, decided it was 7 
out of order. : 

Mr. Grant. 1 have seen hundreds converted 
under our teachings. The passage of Scripture : 
where John fell down before the angel, refers to a_ 
man. Psalm 92: 7, ‘‘When the wicked spring as/ 
the grass, and when all the workers of iniquity do ~ 
flourish; it is that. they shall be destroyed forever.” | 
I have another objection to the position of the nega- 
tive I wish to state. It makes men conscious when | 
they are dead and buried in sheol-hades;:which con-_ 
tradicts all the teachings of the Bible, and does — 
violence to facts, reason, science, and common sense. ~ 
We have found the Bible saying: ‘‘There isno.. . . 
knowledge . . . in the grave (sheol) whither thou | 
goest.”” The Bible contains plain, positive state-— 
ments against the position of my friend, which I have . 


at 4 
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just given. In Psalm 146: 4, David says of man, 
“His breath (rwach) goeth forth, he returneth to his 
earth, in that very day his thoughts perish.’ He 
then stops thinking. No language could be more 
directly opposed to the negative. As the Bible 
states the facts in the case, the matter is forever 
settled, that in the literal sheol and hades all are 
utterly unconscious. 

I come now directly to the subject of punishment. 
‘I Pet. 4: 17, ‘‘What shall the end be of them that 
‘obey not the gospel of God.” All the doctrine, and 
all the practical duties taught in the Bible are 
“expressed in simple, literal language. There are 
four questions that rise: 
| 1. Will the wicked be punished? 


Bw WV ere’? 
ae When? | 
ye Flow? 


1. Asall agree they will be punished some time, 





I need not adduce proof. 

B > Where? Isaiah 24: 21, ‘The Lord shall 
‘punish . . . the kings of the earth upon the earth.” 
So there will be some punishment upon the earth. 
“Proverbs 11: 31, ‘‘Behold, the righteous shall be 


‘recompensed in the earth: much more the wicked | 


‘and the sinner.” I can find no proof that the wicked 
will receive their punishment anywhere else than on 
the earth; or that the righteous will have their home 
‘anywhere else than on the earth, after it is made new. 
- 3. When will the wicked be punished? 2 Peter 
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2: 9, ‘‘The Lord knoweth how to deliver the godly 
out of temptation and to reserve the unjust unto. 
the day of judgment to be punished.’’ This, Mr. 
Chairman, looks reasonable. They will be judged — 
before they are punished; but if they go into tor-— 
ment when they die, they do so before judgment. 
Why call them to judgment after that? | . 

4. How will they be punished? There are four | 
answers to this question: 

1. All the punishment is in this. life. 

2. A limited one in the world to come. 
32) Eternal future torment: 

4. Eternal death. : } 

If there is any punishment at all, it must be | 
included in one of these four. a 

The first ‘one is unscriptural. The second, | 
also, is unscriptural, that they will be pun-§ 
ished for awhile, and then restored to the Divine — 
favor. The third is unscriptural, that they will be © 
eternally tormented. I claim the fourth is Scriptural. © 
For proof, see Romans 6: 23, ‘‘The wages of sin is | 
death; but the gift of God is eternal life through © 
Jesus Christ our Lord.” As this is true, Universal- 7 
ism must be false; also the doctrine of the immor- 4 
tality of the soul; and eternal misery, must all be | 
false, if Romans 6: 23, is true. . What is death? | 
The word here rendered death, is defined ‘‘extinction — 
of life.’’. Death is the absence of life, : | 
In all nations death is considered the greatest pun- — 
shment—the capital punishment.. Can a dead man — 
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‘suffer pain? We all say, No. I wish to ask. Mr. 
‘Dillon a few questions. I will suppose the punish- 
ment is whipping; when would it begin? 

Mr. Dillon. When you begin to whip the person 
to be whipped. . 

Mr. Grant. When would it cease? , 

Myr. Dillon. When the person inflicting the whip- 
ping ceases the lashes, but the pain*and suffering 
from the whipping would not cease then. 

Mr. Grant. Suppose the punishment is imprison- 
ment, when would it begin? be 
| Mr. Dillon. When the person gets into prison 
‘under a sentence of the proper authority. 

Mr. Grant. When will it cease? 
we Mr. Dillon. When the sentence runs out, or the 

person is pardoned out, or breaks out of prison. 

Myr. Grant. Suppose the punishment is pain, suf- 
fering, torment, when would it begin? 
| Mr. Dillon. When the things named begin. 
Mr. Grant. When would it end? | 
i. Mr. Dillon. When the things named end. , If 
they should continue everlastingly, they would never 
end. 
we Mr. Grant. Suppose the punishment was death, 
“when would it begin? 
_ Mr. Dillon. When death begins. With Adam it 
“began so soon as he sinned, and continued to work 
while his body was living. | 
- Mr. Grant. When would it end? 

Mr. Dillon. Its. effect would never end, unless 
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the person was relieved from death. Paul Says, | 
2 Cor. 1: 10, ‘‘Who delivered us from so great a7 
death. : y } NGPA 4 

Mr. Grant, ‘*The wages of sin is death.”” Theg 
Scriptures assert that the wicked will be consumed. — 
Psalm 37: 20, ‘‘But the wicked shall perish, and the } 
enemies of the Lord shall be as the fat of lambs; © 
they shall consume; into smoke shall they consume 
away.” Here it is said they shall perish, they shall — 
consume away as the fat of lambs; they shall con-_ 
sume into smoke. | | 


MR. DILLON’S SECOND. ADDRESS. 


Myr, Moderator, Respected Hearers:—\ regret to 
know that Mr. Grant would so far forget all gentle-— 
manly propriety, and the rules of courtesy and 
decorum, usually observed in discussions, and break 
out in angry passion, calling his opponent a liar. 
This is an exhibition of temper such as I never have — 
seen, in any previous discussion. However, what-_ 
ever is in a man shows itself. He said just what I 
represented him as saying. No gentleman would — 
employ the ill-chosen words he used, but I am 
unhurt; they must mark his grade, and show his— 
training. He représents Richard Watson as not 
holding man’s immortality. Let us see. Watson's 
Bible Dictionary, Article ‘‘Spirit,”” “The word signi-— 
fies the reasonable soul, which animates us, and 
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‘continues in existence even after the death of the 
body.” ‘“‘The term Spirit is alse often used for an 
angel, a demon, and a ghost, or a soul separate from 
the body.” Watson's Dictionary, Article ‘‘Soul,” 
“‘YThat immortal, immaterial, active substance or 
‘principle in man, whereby he perceives, reasons, 
remembers and wills.” And on the word material- 
ism, he completely refutes the no-soul view, and 
advocates our immortality in strong words. Psalm 
92: 7; refers to men who prosper here temporally 
for a short period, being cut down, and forever 
Bs pearing from earth, and it is so explained by 
Whitby. Psalm 146: 4, ‘‘His breath goeth forth, 
Ime returneth to his earth, in that very day his 
, thoughts perish.” His soul (rwachk) goes forth, his 
spirit leaves the body. Then from the body his 
‘thoughts perish according to the rule that the Scrip- 
‘tures affirm of a part, what is not affirnted of the 
‘whole of man. 1. They speak of the man with 
soul and body conjoined: 2. Of man as to the 
‘soul departed from the body. 3. Of the body 
alone after the soul has left it. Here the affirmation 
is made as to the body after the soul (rwach) has 
So Whitby interprets it, ‘‘He can not 
i: . . keep his soul from leaving his body; nay, a 
‘small accident may carry him away Ruy Cana and 
‘then a clod of earth can do as much as he.’ 

| «*What shall the end be of them that obey not the 
\gospel of God?” Mr. Grant assumes that end means 
‘the termination of existence, which it does not mean. 
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‘‘He that endureth to the end shall be saved,”’ doam 
not mean, he that endureth till he goes out of exist-— 
ence. ‘And have seen the end of the Lord,” does 
not mean that the Lord’s existence was terminated. © 
Telos, rendered end, means the final state of any-_ 
thing, but it never means that a thing is blotted out 
of existence. My opponent does not quote Isaiah 
24: 21, correctly. It reads, ‘‘The Lord shall punish) 
the host of the high ones, that are on high, and the 
kings of the earth upon the earth.” There are per | 
sons elsewhere than on earth to be punished. Of 
course kings will be punished on the earth if they do 
wrong, and elsewhere, too. Proverbs 11: 31, which® 
speaks of the righteous being recompensed in the 
earth, much more. the wicked and. the sinner. This | 
refers not to final retribution, but to chastisements| 
and judgments in this life. Whitby says on it, cTf 
God does hot let the just, and charitable man, they) 
who are so useful and beneficial to the world, go 
without correction, who can think that the wicked, 
who is good for nothing, . . . shall escape the just} 
punishment ‘of his many crimes?” It has no allus 
sion to the annihilation of the wicked. If it has, i 
. then it means that the righteous shall be’annihilated 
too, for the same word, recompensed, applies to” 
both. , Psalm 37: 20, says, ‘‘The wicked shall perish. "V7 
But Isaiah 57: 1, says, ‘‘The righteous perisheth” 
and no man layeth it to heart.”’ Does that mean tha 8] 
the righteous will be annihilated? But the passage 
quoted says the wicked shall consume away. But 
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” Jacob said, Gen. 31: 40, 41, ‘‘Thus I was in the day 
the drought consumed me, and the frost by night, 
-and my sleep departed from mine eyes: thus I have 
| been twenty years in thy house.”” Jacob lived many 
"years after he was consumed. Persons came to 
| Joshua and complained, that they had been con- 
1 sumed, yet they survived it and came to complain 
about it. Consume does not mean to blot out of 
I being. I consent that the wicked will be punished. 
1 Where? Both here and hereafter. When? When- 
| ever he sins it begins, and if not saved during his 
i probation here it will continue forever. How? By 
8 being cast into gehenna, the lake of fire, everlasting 





i fire, to remain endlessly. . Christ says, Matthew 25: 


; 












') 46, ‘‘And these shall go away into everlasting pun- 
ishment: but the righteous unto life eternal.’’ The 
adjective, azonios, here used is employed seventy-one 
} times in the New Testament, and it always means 
‘endless duration. Mr. Grant can not find an excep- 
‘tion. ‘It applies to the duration of God’s existence, | 


duration of the life of the righteous, and to the dura- 
‘tion of the punishment of the wicked. The word is 
‘from aez, the adverb ever, ox the participle from edz, 
to be, with zos changing it from a noun to an adjec- 
mtive. .Ina discussion I had with Mr. McLain of the 
) Universalist Church, he presented the statement in 
f Genesis, 49th chapter, ‘‘The everlasting hills,” and 
‘said, we know the hills are constantly washing and 
changing, and will not last forever. To which we 
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replied, The term there used in the Hebrew is ol/am, — 


the Septuagint gives it aezaon from aez, ever, and nao, 





to flow, the everflowing hills, while this is another — 


word applied to the punishment of the wicked, ever- 
existing punishment. ‘‘He shall be a servant for- 


) 


ever,’ 
everlasting possession,’ 


) 


««Priest forever,” ‘‘Land of Canaan for an 4 
are urged as cases of limita- — 


tion, but the Hebrew says, he shall be a servant until — 


the eternity, that is, through time till eternity arrived. — 


So of the others. We do not speak of the everlast- 
ing hanging of a criminal; he is hung within a certain 
hour. Everlasting qualifies the duration of the pun- 
ishment and shows that it continues forever. | Hence 
this is the duration of the punishment. . 


Dr. Clarke says on Matthew 25: 46, ‘‘Noend to ™ 
the punishment of those whose final impenitence © 


manifests in them an eternal will and desire to sin. 


By dying in a settled opposition to God, they cast 
themselves into a necessity of continuing in an eter-— 


nal aversion from him. \ But some are of the opinion 
this punishment shall have an end. This is as likely 
as that the glory of the righteous shall have an 


end, for the same word is used to express the — 
duration of the punishment, Ko/aszz azonton, as ~ 


is used to express the duration of the state of 
glory, zoen atonwn. 1 have seen the best things 
that have been written in favor of the final 
redemption of damned spirits, but I never saw an 
answer to the argument against that doctrine drawn 
from this verse, but what sound learning and criticism 
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should be ashamed to acknowledge. The original 
_word aion is certainly to be taken here in its proper 
grammatical sense, continued being, aion never ending. 
Some have gone a mddle way, and think that the 
wicked shall be annihilated. This, I think, is con- 
; trary to the text: if they go ilo punishment ney 
continue to exist, for that which ceases to be, ceases. to 
suffer.” This is the able comment of Dr. Clarke. 

' Romans 6: 23, ‘‘The wages of sin is death, but 
the gift of God is eternal life through Jesus Christ 
our Lord.” Mr. Grant says, the word here rendered 
death, ispoenned s extinction vol Titel) Wet vusisec 
‘whether the word here rendered death, means 
Reaction of life in the sense of annihilation. It is 
_thanatos, ‘‘Having loosed the pains of death,” that 
‘is the pains of annihilation, is it? ‘‘And so death 
“passed on all, because all have sinned.’’ That is, 
-annihilation has passed on all. <‘‘Were baptized 
into his death.”’ That is, we were baptized into 
Christ’s annihilation. “Neither death, nor life, 
shall be able to separate us from the love of God 
which is in Christ.” That is, ¢2anatos, extinction of 
_being can not separate us from the love of God; but 
how can God love a person who is out of existence? 
Paul says of himself, 2 Corinthians 11:23, ‘‘In 
} prisons more frequent, in deaths oft.”” ZLhanatois the 
plural of ¢hanatos. That is, Paul had often been 
annihilated, and this was before he died, too. Mr. 
Grant is certainly in error, because his interpretation 
_antagonizes the truths of Scripture, and no truth con- 


- 
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tradicts any other truth. Let us see a little farther. 


Paul says, 2 Timothy 1: 10, ‘‘Who hath abolished — 
death?’ t¢hanatos. Vhat is, annihilation has been: 


abolished, and Mr. Grant’s pet theory has gone by 


the board. Again, ‘‘We have passed from death 


unto. life.” That is, before a man’s body dies he 
passes from death unto life. ‘‘He that hateth his 


brother abideth in death.’” That is, is extinct before — 


he dies.. ‘‘Be thou faithful unto death,’’ means be 


faithful until you are annihilated. ‘‘Death and hell — 
delivered up the dead that were in them.” And to j 
crown the climax John’ says, Revelation 21: 4, 
‘“There shall be no more death.”’ And if there shall — 
be no more annihilation, why does Mr. Grant teach 


that there will be? 


MR. GRANT’S THIRD ADDRESS. 


Mr. Moderator, Ladies and CGentlemen:—I believe ; 
in eternal punishment without a doubt. I believe 


the punishment of the wicked is just as long as ‘the 


reward of the righteous. But what isit? Ihave got 
an express declaration. ‘‘7he wages of sin 1s death.” 
The reward of the righteous is eternal, painless “fz; 
the punishment of the wicked is eternal, painless — 


death; for no dead man can suffer pain. It is absurd, 
impossible. I say again, Mr. Chairman, the punish- 


ment of the wicked 1s eternal, painless death. Suppose — 
this government had power to raise the dead, and ~ 
should make laws on that principle. For stealing, a_ 
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-man should be dead a month; for murder, a thou- 
sand years, others intervene. When would the pun- 
-ishment of this murderer begin? Not till he was 
dead. Paul says, ‘‘If we believe that Jesus died and 
rose again.’’ Does my friend believe he died? Does 
he believe that Christ has not died? Hope he will 
tellus. If he says he did not die, I shall call*ethe 
Siaithiul: witness. Rev. i: 18; ‘lam he that liveth 
-and was dead.” When I lay down my book, I have 
“not gotitin my hand. He laid down his life for us. 
'God did not die. His son died. ‘‘He gave his only 
begotten Son, that whosoever believeth in him, 
‘should not perish.” He died on the cross; gave up 
‘the ghost, expired, and died; and if he says only the 
body died, then we have nothing but a human sacri- 
‘fice. Christ died just as literally asa man dies. 2 
_challenge the proof to the contrary from any source 
_whatever. He says this and that are absurd; that is 
mao aroument,  ““Whatiis death?’ ’, It is. defined 
) ‘extinction of life.” I said, in all nations, death is 
| considered the greatest punishment. It is called 
“capital punishment.” I said a dead man could not 
suffer pain. The punishment of the wicked will be 
as long as the life of the righteous. Matt. 25: 46, 
“And these shall go away into everlasting punish- 
sment.” That does not tell what the punishment is, 
but how long. ©The word kolaszs, there rendered 
| punisument,’) is’ from) Lolezo, “to cut off.) (These 
- shall go forth to the azonzon (everlasting) cutting off; 

but the righteous to azonzon, life.” (Limphatic Diag lott). 
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The one is as long as the other. Daten defines 
kolazo, ‘‘properly to cut off, or take from.”’ He 
defines olasts, ‘‘the act of clipping or pruning.” 
Liddell and Scott define folazo, strictly “to curtail, 
dock, prune.’’ Dean Alford says: ‘‘Punishment and ~ 
lite (ins Matt. .253.46),are i) Contraniesy jy.) alae 
true. Then it follows, as a‘certainty, the contrary @ 
of life is death. From what shall the wicked be > ; 
everlastingly cut off? From “fe, John 5: 40, ‘“‘Ye } 
will not come to me that ye might have life.” 1 John : 
2: 25, ‘‘Ihis is the promise that he has promised us, 

even eternal life.’ On what conditions? Rom. 2 
73, {Vox thems whos, by patient continuance in well 

_doing, seek for glory and honor and immortality, 
eternaliife 9a) Pobm sel ao. Crodka eh given to _ 

us" eternal. life; and) this:life 1s in his Somesie 7 
hath the Son hath (the) life; and he that hath not — 
“the Son hath not (the) life.” This is in complete 

harmony; with) Rom.6:; 232); ile andsdeaths = 
sciousness and unconsciousness, are opposites. 

life we are conscious; therefore in death we must be 
unconscious. » ‘‘What shall the end be of them that 
obey not the gospel of God.” (1 Pet. 4: 17.) An-§ 
swer in Phil. 3: 18, 19, when speaking of “the 
enemies of the cross of Christ,’’ Paul says, ‘‘Whose 
end is destruction.’’ Again he says, 2 Thess. 1: 9, | 
when speaking of ‘‘them that know not God," 
‘“‘Who shall be punished with everlasting destruction’ © 
—new version, ‘‘eternal destruction.” Psa. 92: 7,_ 
“When the wicked spring as the grass, and when 








* 


Immortality and Annihilation. 121 


all the workers of iniquity do flourish; it is that they 
shall be destroyed forever. Here the word rendered 
“forever” is not azon, but the Hebrew word gad. 
Gesenius defines this, word; ‘‘perpetual time, eter- 
nity.’ Parkhurst, ‘“Time onward, futurity, eternity 
to come. '>, ‘Eternity’ ;occurs' but once in’ the’ Bible, 
and it is then translated from this word, which is 
used to denote the length of destruction. Isa. 57: 
15, ‘‘Thus saith the high and lofty One that inhab- 
iteth eternety.’’ This ends all hope of final restoration. 


‘They are destroyed for eternity; so that the doctrine 


of future restoration cannot be true. Psa. 145: 20, 
‘‘The Lord preserveth all them that love him; but all 
the wicked will he destroy.” What does destroy 
mean? “Num, 33: 52,. ‘Then ye: shall drive out all 


the inhabitants of the land from before you, and 


destroy all their pictures, and des¢roy all their molten 
images; and quite pluck down all their high places.” 
They did not zorment their molten images. Gen. 7: 
23, ‘‘And every living substance was. destroyed 


‘which was upon the face of the ground; both man, 


and cattle, and the creeping things, and the fowl of . 
the heaven, and they were destroyed from the earth; 
and Noah only remained afve, and they that were 
with him in the ark.”’ There we find literal destruc- 
fiom which put an end ‘to life Deut) 1. 4) sind 
what he did unto the army of Egypt, unto horses, 
and to their chariots; how he made the water of the 
Red Sea to overflow them as they pursued after you, 
and how the Lord hath destroyed them unto this day.”’ 


yl eel? 
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According to the Bible, whenever life is taken, they 
are said to be destroyed. Matt. 7: 13, 14, ‘‘Broad is 
the way that leadeth to destruction; . . . narrow is. 
the way which leadeth unto life.” What does 
destruction mean? Webster defines it: ‘‘The annihi-. 
lation of the form of anything; that form of parts 
which constitutes it what it is.’ That book may be: 
destroyed. The form of parts which constitutes the 

book does not exist any longer, when the matter is 
destroyed. The strongest terms used in the Hebrew, 

Greek, or English languages to denote the utter end, 

extinction, or blotting out of anything, are applied. 
to the punishment of the wicked. | Why not believe 
the Lord means what he says? Psa. 37: 20, ‘‘But. 
the wicked shall perish, and the enemies of the Lord 


shall be as the fat of lambs,- they shall consume, into’ 


smoke shall they consume away.’’ What does con- 
sume mean? Mr. Webster says, ‘‘Annihilating the 
form) vofia;,substanoe:/()\ "Lor externminatel: jkr ume 

wicked shall have bodies like the righteous, when 

they come up, then the wicked shall perish and? 
the righteous shall put on immortality. Matt. 3: 12, 

‘Whose fan is in his hand, and he will thoroughly 
purge his floor, and gather his wheat into the garner;, 
but he will burn up the chaff with unquenchable fire.”’ 

Isaiah 66: 24, ‘‘And they shall go forth, and look 
upon the carcases of the men that have transgressed 

against me: for their worm shall not die, neither shall 
their fire be quenched; and they shall be an abhor- 
ring unto all flesh.” 
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MR. DILLON’S THIRD ADDRESS. 


Mr. Moderator, Respected Auditors:—My opponent 
argues unwittingly in introducing the unquenchable 
fire, which is to act on the wicked. If it will not go 
out, there must be occasion for its continuance, in 
the fact that the lives of the wicked do not go out. 
Mr. Grant says, I believe in eternal punishment. 
What is punishment? ‘‘Punishment is the act of 
punishing; any infliction, suffering or pain imposed 
on one who has committed a fault or crime, or has 
neglected the performance of a required act, a pen- 
alty, correction.’”’ In this word there is only pain or 
privation to-be endured, and no blotting out of exist- 
ence. Suppose a person is sentenced to punishment 
for one year; what length of time will be required to. 
meet the sentence?. Suppose his sentence is for 
twenty-five years; what time will fill the measure? 
If stricken down dead in a moment, that moment 


would be the limit of his punishment. You can not 
' punish a nonentity, a man extinct from being. In 


this case Jesus says, ‘‘These shall go away into ever- 
lasting punishment.” Mr. Grant does not .correctly 
define Kolaszs. It is. used but twice in the New 


_ Testament, in Matthew 25: 46, rendered punish- 


ment, and 1 John 4: 18, translated torment. <Kola- 


 gomat, the verb, is found in Acts 4: 21, rendered 


Srmicht punish,’ and 2) Peter 21:9, Sta: bepune 
ished.”’ “That the Dzag/ott rendered it ‘‘cutting off,” 
is not astonishing, for its author was a soul-sleeper 
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and annihilationist with an ax to grind. Then see 


Mr. Grant’s unfairness in quoting from Donegan’s — 


Greck Lexicon to prove that Kolaszs and Kolazo mean 
to cut off, to prune. Donegan defines them both by 
the word punish. How crooked men get when they 
advocate an error! Liddell and Scott define both 
these words to punish. Dean Alford says, ‘‘Punish- 
ment and life are contraries.’’ ‘This is true because 
life means a felicitous existence, and punishment 
means a miserable existence, which are antithetical. 
‘“‘Ye will not come to me that ye might have life,” 
alludes to a blissful existence. Romans 2: 7, I have 
already shown means not deathlessness, to be sought, 
but the word there used aphtharsia means the incor- 
ruptible inheritance, an objective thing, which we are 
to: 'seeki put ohn 5200 re ee does mot wr ctermegeai 
securing of an endless bodily life, for it says, ‘‘He 
that hath the Son hath life,’’ and in verse 13, ‘“These 


things have I written unto you that believe on the 


name of the Son of God, that ye may know that ye 
have eternal life.”’.. We obtain this life here, then, 
like an Artesian well, it springs up unto everlasting 
life. 

Mr. Grant’s Hebrew word gad, from which he says 
forever is rendered, in Psalm 92: 7, and his quotations 
from Parkhurst and Gesenius, is like some of his 
other garbled definitions. Mr. Grant says, ‘‘Web- 
ter says, consume means annihilating the form of a 
substance. To exterminate.’’ But Webster does 
not use these words at all in defining consume. 
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They are an invention, showing my opponent to be 
unreliable in his. quotations. The Scripture he 
quoted from Isaiah 66: 24, has not even an appear- 
ance of teaching his doctrine. Now I wish to take 
up once for all, and fully consider the term destroy, 
which has been presented in several passages of 
Scripture. My opponent assumes that the word 
destroy always means to blot out of being, to anni- 
hilate, wherever it occurs. There are forty-seven 
Hebrew words that are rendered destroy in our 
version, and ten Greek terms translated destroy. 
With fifty-seven original words there ought to be a 
variety of meanings, and certainly there is a great 
difference in their significations. Sometimes it means 
to tear down, as a city or altar of stones, in which 
case the material continues, but its form is changed. 
It means, also, to bring into irrecoverable and utter 
ruin and misery. Tocorrupt and vitiate. To afflict, 


- to trouble, as in Job 2: 3, ‘‘Although thou movedst 
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me against him, to destroy him without cause.’”’ No . 
man in his senses would contend that destroy here 
means to blot out of existence. I will continue with 
Job 19: 10, ‘‘He (God) hath destroyed me on every 
side, and I am gone.” Was Job, the perfect man, 
annihilated? Job g: 22, ‘‘He destroyeth the perfect 
and the wicked.”’ Does this prove the annihilation of 
the good and bad, and make a clean sweep of man- 
kind? If Mr. Grant’s theory and definition of terms 
are correct, this passage carries the entire race into 


-nonentity. HeZdoes not approve the result. His 
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-machine destroys more than: he wants, hence his plan 
is ill-constructed and not true. .Hosea 13: 9, ‘‘O 
Israel, thou hast destroyed thyself, but in me is thy 





help.” ‘This teaches on Mr. Grant’s theory that not — 


only a person, but a collection of persons may anni-— 


hilate themselves without any interference of the 


Lord, whom it is claimed is the only one that can — 


blot man from existence. But stranger still, God 
proposes to help persons who have been annihilated. 
Those who have been annihilated are nowhere, and 
nobody, an utter nonentity. How can God or any 


other being help that which is out of existence? © 


Hosea 4: 6, ‘‘My people are destroyed for lack of 
knowledge.”’ Mr. Grant holds that no one will be 
destroyed till after the resurrection. Here is a case 


of God’s people already destroyed long before the — 


coming of Christ. The King of Babylon, who, by 
his reckless wars had impoverished the nation, was 
told, Isaiah 14: 20, ‘‘Thou hast destroyed thy land 
and slain thy people.” Here is a completed action 
of the annihilation of the land embraced in the reign 
of the King of Babylon. Yet that land which was 
annihilated twenty-five hundred years ago, remains 
today. Of Moab it is said, Jeremiah 48: 8, ‘<The 
valley shall perish and the plain shall be destroyed.” 
Yet the land of Moab still stands as a memorial that 


Mr. Grant’s theory is false. Exodus 10: 7, ‘‘Know- | 


est thou not that Egypt is destroyed?” The land of 


Egypt destroyed thirty-five hundred years ago, still — 
stands to tell that destroy does not mean to annihilate. * | 
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Psalm go: 3, ‘‘Thou turnest man to destruction, and 
sayest, return ye children of men.”’ This must mean 
on his theory that after men are annihilated, they are 
restored to life, which he repudiates, holding that it 
is an everlasting punishment, as he terms it. _ 
Christ applies the word destroy to his own death. 
“Destroy this temple and in three days I will raise 
it up again.’”’ Was Christ’s body annihilated? - It 
was not even decomposed, it did not see corruption, 
but his body was destroyed in the sense of the 
proper meaning of this term. But worse still, God 
told Noah Gen. 6: 13, ‘I will destroy them with 


» the earth.’”’ Then the globe on which we live was 


annihilated forty-three hundred years ago, since 
which there has been no globe; we only imagine 


s there is one here.. Who believes it? Certainly no 





sane man. Jer. 17: 18, says: ‘‘Destroy them with a 
double destruction.’’ That must mean annihilate them 
after the general resurrection, then restore them to 
‘life, and annihilate them the second time. But if 
Mr. Grant’s view is correct, that destruction means 
literally to annihilate, I will show that his whole sys- 
tem of annihilation has been abolished and ended. 
Psalm 9: 6, ‘‘Destructions are come to a perpetual 
end.” This word destructions is plural, and of them 
it is affirmed, they are come to a perpetual end, and 
Mr. Grant’s system for doing away with men has 
gone, forever to return no more. The Greek word 
apollumt is rendered not only to destroy, but to per- 
ish, to lose, to be marred and lost. It is used as to 


* 
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the prodigal son. ‘‘I peresh with hunger.” ‘‘He 
was Jost and is found.”’ Luke 15: 4-7,. ‘‘What man 
of you having a hundred sheep, if he Jose one of 
them, doth not leave the ninety and nine in the 
wilderness and go after that which is /os¢ until he find 
it; likewise joy shall be in heaven over one sinner that 
repenteth, more than over ninety and nine just per- 
sons that need no repentance.”” ‘The sinner before he 
repents is not extinct, but he is lost (apolhuni de- 
stroyed) and if he does not repent he will continue 


lost or destroyed with what Paul calls ‘‘everlasting | 


destruction from the presence of God and the glory 
If he can be destroyed in this world 


) 


of his power.’ 
and yet exist he can in the next. In Luke 15: 8, 9, 
and 
‘chad lost.’’ She lost one of her ten pieces of silver, 
found it, and called in her neighbors to rejoice with 


) 


the same original word is used, rendered ‘‘lose,’ 


her. Was her money annihilated? No. It was 
diverted from her intended use of it. As to perish, 


Isa. 57: 1, ‘‘The righteous perisheth and no man 


layethiat: to”! Deart.")) (ecl yaa) al Mere a darian 
man that perisheth in his righteousness.’’ Micah 7: 
2, ‘‘The good man is perished out of the earth.”’ 
And Mr. Grant claims that noone shall ever go to 
heaven from this earth. So the good man is clean 
gone. In Gen. 31: 40, Jacob says, ‘‘Thus I was, in 
the day the drought consumed me.”’ But Jacob was 
alive and uttered these words after he was consumed, 
‘and lived long after this period. Job 6:17, ‘‘The 
snow andthe ice are consumed out of the place,’’ 
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but still exist as much as before the change. I have 

examined all the words on which reliance is placed 

by annihilationists and they are applied to the per- 

_ fect, the righteous, the sheep lost, the money lost, 

both of which were found, to the prodigal son while 
alive, but out of his place, and to many other like 

_ things not out of existence. Let this put a quietus 
on the theory of annihilation. 


MR. GRANT’S FOURTH ADDRESS. 


Mr. Moderator, Ladtes and Gentlemen:—Mal. 4: 1, 
“For, behold, the day cometh, that shall burn as an: 
oven.” How does an oven burn? The flames roll 
up and down, as in the old fashioned ovens. ‘“Be- 

hold, the day cometh, that shall burn as an oven; 
and all the -proud, yea, and all that do. wickedly, 
shall be stubble; and the day that cometh shall burn 
them up, saith the Lord of hosts, that it shall leave 
them neither root nor branch.” If you dig up a tree, 
burn it up, root and branch, where is it then? Hear | 
the Savior in his illustration to the farmers, Matt. 
Bi3: 40, ‘‘As therefore the tarés. are gathered and 
‘burned inthe fire.’ Why does the farmer gather 
his tares and burn them? So they shall not cumber 
‘the land again. ‘‘As therefore the tares are gather- 
ed and burned in the fire; so shall it be in the end of 
this world.” Notice his illustration to fruit growers, 
9 | 
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John 5: 6, ‘‘If a man abide not in me, he is cast 
forth as, a branch, and is withered; and men gather 
them, and cast them into the fire, and they are burn-_ 
ean a is harmonious. The Bible is not ‘‘yea 
and nay.’’ It either teaches that all will live eternal- 
ly in torment; or it teaches the opposite. Objection 
—‘‘the unquenchable fire.” Mark g: 48, “Where 
their worm dieth not, and the fire is not quenched.” — 
If we speak of an incurable disease, does it mean 3 
that it is always to exist,. and never to produce | 
death? What does the Lord mean by unquenchable 
fire? Let him explain his own terms: Ezek. 20: : 
47, ‘‘And say to the forest of the south, Hear the | 
word of the Lord, thus saith the Lord God, Behold, ~ 
I_ will kindle a fire with thee, and it shall devour 





every green tree in thee, and every dry tree; theg 
flaming flame shall not be quenched, and all faces j 
from the south to the north shall be burned therein.” 
Is it burning now? It will burn up what is burning, 
if it is an unquenchable fire. I claim, Mr. Chairman, 
‘that this passage about the unquenchable fire is one 
of the strongest in the Bible to show the utter ex-' 
tinction of the wicked. Again, Jer. 7:20, ‘‘There-- 
fore thus saith the Lord God, Behold, mine anger 
and my fury shall be poured out upon this place, ; 
upon man and upon beast, and upon the trees of the 
field, and upon the fruit of the ground; and it shall — 
burn, and shall not be quenched.” Is it burning : 
now? Again Jer..17: 27, :‘‘But if ye will not heark=™ 
en unto me to hallow the Sabbath day, and not to— 
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bear a burden, even entering in at the gates of Jeru- 
salem on the Sabbath. day; then will I kindle a fire 
. in the gates thereof, and it shall devour the palaces 
of Jerusalem, and it shall not be quenched.” Then 
I asked for proof that Christ was alive between death 
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and the resurrection. [wo points were given, Psa. 


STE BO 


16: 9, 10, ‘‘My flesh also shall rest in hope, for- thou » 
wilt not leave my soul in hell (sheol); neither wilt 
. thou suffer thine holy One to see corruption.” I 


at 


PFO Le 


wish to say that ‘‘my soul’ is translated from the 
Hebrew word nephesh, as is ‘‘me” and “myself.” 


‘I suppose the audience want facts that will stand all 


i OMe 


d) 


enicisii.. lL say “my soul, *mysel-and: (ime, 


- are translated from the same Hebrew word nephesh. 
Proof, Psa. 35: 13, ‘‘I humbled my soul nephesh 
with fasting.” There ‘‘my soul” is from nephesh, 





mand fromthe same writer. Again, ‘Psa. 131: 2) 
“Surely I have behaved and quieted myself (nephesh). 
Judges 16: 30, ‘‘And-Samson said, let me (xephesh) 
die with the Philistines.” The word ‘‘me’ is from 
nephesh; margin, Let ‘‘my soul” die with the Phil- 
istines. Jer. 18: 20, ‘“‘They have diggeda pit for 
my soul’ (nephesh). Did they dig a pit fora soul 
- without a body;. something immaterial, uncompound- 
Soand indivisible? fer :.38>).6,." Then tookwthey 
Jeremiah and cast him into a dungeon.” Num. 23: 
10, ‘“‘Let me (nephesh) die the death of the right- 
Beous,” margin, ‘“‘my-soul.’” The ‘same is) true: of 
mhistsou .*himself/)"*him, ? which are 
_ alike translations of mephesh, as in the following texts, 
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Amos 2: 14, ‘‘Neither shall the mighty fete! hi2t- 


self,” (nephesh) margin, ‘‘his soul.” Psalm 105: 17, — 





. 
oe | 
a 


18, ‘‘He sent a man before them, even Joseph, who — 


was sold for a servant; whose feet they hurt with 
fetters; he (nephesh) was laid in iron.” The word 
rendered ‘‘he”’ is-from xephesh; margin ‘‘his soul”’ 


in iron. So of Christ, ‘‘his soul,’’ or ‘‘himself,”’ or 


‘che,’’ was not left in hell; for God raised him from : 
the dead. If Christ was alive between his death and 
his resurrection, then he contradicted himself; for he 


said, ‘‘I am he that liveth and was dead.” (Revela- 
tion 1: 18.) The next point was the thief on the 
cross. This is another main pillar to support the 
theory of my friend. The thief said to the Savior, 
Luke’ 23: 43, ‘‘Lord, remember me when thou 
comest into thy kingdom.”” He does not say when 
thou goest; but when thou comes¢ into thy kingdom. 
“And Jesus said unto him, Verily I say unto thee, 


today shalt thou be with me in paradise.’’ He went 
that day, is my friend’s strong point. _ First question, © 
where is paradise? - It was, where Adam lived; but — 


it is,not. that one. Turn to Revelation:2: 7, “To 


him that overcometh will I give to eat of the tree of - 
life, which is in the midst of the paradise of God.” — 


If we can find where the tree of life is, we have found 
where is paradise. Suppose that lamp stands in the 


midst of paradise; then it is paradise all around it. — 
If I. can find where ‘‘around’’ is, I can find whére — 


the tree is. Turn to Revelation 22: 2, where he is 


describing the new heaven and the new earth, and _ 
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_ the new Jerusalem. He says, ‘‘In the midst of the 
street of it, and on either side of the river, was there 
the tree of life, which bear twelve manner of fruits, 
and yielded her fruit every month.” Now we have 
found where it is. Where is it? In the new heavens 
- and the new earth. Did Christ go there that day? 
Nomne went to sthell’ (sfeol)).. Is the treevof life 
down there? This brings us into difficulty. Then 
again, after he arose from the dead, he said to Mar- 
tha, ‘‘Touch me not; for I am not yet ascended to 
my Father.’’ So if the thief went to heaven that 
_ day, he did not find the Savior there. Christ was on 
earth forty days, and then said, ‘‘I ascend unto my 
Father, and your Father; and to my God and your 
God.” Hence, if the thief went to heaven that day, 
he went forty-three days before the Savior did, and 
Bdid not find shim ‘there.’ Here 1s’. the trouble! J 
Thessalonians 5: 21, says, ‘‘Prove all things, 
hold fast that which is good.’ This we should do, 
rejecting all that is not good. Jeremiah 17: 27, 
“But if ye will not hearken unto me to hallow the 
_ Sabbath day, and not to beara burden, even entering 
_ in at the gates of Jerusalem on the Sabbath day; then 
i will I kindle-a fire in the gates thereof, and it shall 
devour the palaces of Jerusalem, and it shall not be 
quenched.” ‘Was this fire never put out? Is it still 


_ 


burning? So the fire unquenchable will go out when 
it has done its work. The first time we die is not a 
_ penalty for sin, it is a natural sequence from the con- 
dition in which we are found. We can not transmit 
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to another what we have not ourselves. There can 
be no degrees in punishment. All alike have sinned, 
and all must die alike who do not repent. Mr. 
Ingersoll has expressed his horror for the doctrine of — 
endless damnation, and I thank God for his sentiment. 






# 


MY DILLON S FOURTH ADDRESS: 


Mr. Moderator, Ladies and ‘Gentlemen: Malachi — 
4: 1, ‘‘Behold the day cometh that shall burn as an q 
oven; and all the proud, yea, and all that do wicked- © 
ly shall be stubble; and the day that cometh shall. 
burn them up, saith the Lord of hosts, that it shall — 
leave them neither root nor branch.” This Scripture — 
is greatly relied on by Second Adventists to prove the 7 
utter blotting out of the wicked. It seems clear — 
from the context that it alludes to the times just ~ 
before and after the coming of the Messiah. The 3 
fifth verse refers to John the Baptist as it is explain- — 
ed by Jesus. .‘‘Behold I will send you Elijah the — 
prophet before the coming of the great and dreadful — 
day of the Lord.” They were commanded in the ~ 
third verse to remember the law, showing that the © 
preparation for the period to which allusion was ’ 
made, could be made by strictly obeying the teach- 4 
ings of Moses, which would not seem to date it at 
the end of time. In the second verse the coming of | 
the Messiah is named, ‘‘But unto you that fear my ~ 
name, shall the Sun of righteousness arise, with heal- 


Immortality and Annthilation. 135 


ing in his wings.” Hence the objects déscribed— 
point to the coming of the Messiah and the calamities 
that should befall those who rejected him. Lowth 
in his commentary so views it. In the heading he 


: says, ‘‘The prophet foretells the general destruction 














of the Jewish nation for rejecting the Messiah.” And 
in the comment on this passage he says, ‘‘That great 
and terrible day of the Lord as it is called, Joek2uaer 
“This was remarkably verified, when upon the taking 
of the city and temple of Jerusalem by the Roman 
army under Titus the Emperor, they were -both de- 
stroyed by such flames as no industry could quench.” 
Henry says on this Scripture. ‘‘Now this was ful- 
filled, 1. When Christ, in his doctrine, spake terror 
and condemnation to the proud Pharisees, and the 
other Jews that did wickedly; When he sent that 
fire on the earth, which burnt up the chaff of the 
traditions of the elders, and the corrupt glosses they 


[| had put upon the law of God. 2. When Jerusalem 
| was destroyed by the Romans, and the nation ‘of the 


Jews, as a nation, quite blotted out from under 
heaven and neither root nor branch left them. This 
seems to be principally intended here. Our Savior 
said those should be the days of vengeance when all 
the things that were written to that purport, should 
be fulfilled. Luke. 21: 22,.‘‘Then the unbelieving 
Jews were as stubble to the devouring fire of God’s 


) 


judgments.’ Hence this Scripture has no bearing 


on our proposition which dates at a period after . the 


_ resurrection, and has no place nor force here. Then 


/ 
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we are given his passage to the farmers in Matt. 13: a 
40, ‘‘As therefore the tares are gathered and burnt { 
in the fire; so shall it be in the end of this world.” 
It is assumed that this teaches that the wicked will 
be burnt up in such a manner as to completely put — 
them out of existence forever. Let us look at it and | 
see, for we want the exact truth. The 42d, and 43d 
verses describe how it will be done literally, while 
the first statement is a comparison with as, and so, 
as its unerring signs. ‘The Son of man shall send — 
forth his angels, and they shall gather out of his — 
kingdom all things that offend and them that do © 
iniquity, and shall.cast them into a furnace of fire, . 
there shall be wailing and gnashing of teeth.”’ Here 
the record stops without getting them dead; the last 
view is wailing and gnashing of teeth, which a dead 
man never does. Who ever heard a dead man wail — 
or gnash his teeth? This description is consistent | 
with a state of punishment, but not of extinction. — 
Here again. my opponent’s support gives way, and — 
collapses and fails to convincethe sensible farmer. Let 
us give him another trial, for the fruit growers. John 
15: 6, “If a man abide not in me, ‘he is cast forth as 
a branch, and is withered; and men gather them 
and. cast them’ into the fire and they are burned.” 
This Scripture teaches that if any one abides not in 
- Christ,: he is cast forth 4s a branch and is withered. 
Then does it say that God or his angels gather wick- 
ed men and burn them up? No, it says, ‘‘And men 
gather them and cast them into the fire and they are 


eee ye 
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burned.”” It carries the application to men_ until 
they are cast forth and withered; the remainder 
applies only to the branches of the grape vine. Here 
again is a failure to make good his proposition. Next 
in order comes his quotation from Ezekiel 20: 47, 
“And say to the forest’of the south, hear the word 
of the Lord; Thus saith the Lord God; Behold I 
will kindle a fire in thee, and it shail devour every 
green tree in thee, and every dry tree; the flaming 
flame shall not be quenched, and all faces from the south 
to the north shall be burned therein.” The south 
country refers to Judah and its capital, Jerusalem. 
Every green tree was to burn as well as the dry ones. 
Mevercemtrees.meant the) good:<‘Iii :they. ‘have 
done these things in a green tree, what will they do 
inadry one,” says the Savior. Hence Mr. Grant 
would have the good people as well as bad ones 
burnt up. This will not do.. It refers to a temporal 
calamity in which all suffered, whether good or bad. 
Here | must refer to Mr. Grant’s misinterpretation 


of John; 5: 20,°** They that have done’ good:*")\ ‘They 


that done evil.” He holds that the character is in 
the grave. Notice Jesus does not say those that are 
evil and those that are good are in their graves, but 
they that ave done good and they that have done evil, 
refer to the character having been made previous to 
the entry of the grave. It was what they had done 
in the past which determined their destiny. Then 
my friend flies off again on his favorite theme 
nephew with many quotations as is his custom. 
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Nephesh means life, as we know, the word ruach is 
the proper word for spirit in the Hebrew, hence he 
need not waste his time on nephesh. Next he will be 
back on “ades; these are not pertinent to the subject 
we are discussing, they are foreign. | He is to prove 
that the wicked will be annihilated. But if he will 


linger on these words, I will give him more testi- — 
oD ’ a 


mony. Josephus wrote in the year A. D. 80 at 
Rome, He says: ‘‘Now as to Aades wherein the 
souls of the righteous and the unrighteous are detain- 


ed, it is necessary to speak of it.’” Notice he does — 


not say their bodies were in /ades, but their souls. 
Then he adds, ‘In this region there is a certain 
place set apart as a lake of unquenchable fire, where 
we suppose no one hath hitherto been cast (speaking 


of eehenna) but it is prepared fora day afore deter- i 


mined by God, in which one righteous sentence 
snall deservedly be passed upon all men, when the 
unjust and those that have been disobedient to God, 
and have given honor to such idols as have been the 
vain operations of the hands of men, as to God him- 


self, shall be adjudged to this everlasting punishment; g 


as having been the cause of defilement, while the 
just shall obtain an incorruptible and neverfading 
kingdom. These are now indeed confined in sades 
but not in the same place wherein the unjust are con- 
fined.” This confirms the view that ades embraced 


paradise for the souls of the good, and ¢artarus for the 


souls of the evil, and that the wicked would be pun- 


ished in gehenna after the judgment. Mr. Grant says — 


a 
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paradise is in the new heaven and new earth. How 
can it be in both, and especially since the new earth 
is not yet created? His quotation, ‘‘Touch me _ not 
for | am not yet ascended,”’ agrees with our teaching. 
Paradise was not heaven but an intermediate place, 
and when Jesus went there he did not go to God in 
heaven, hence what he says about the thief not find- 


_ing Jesus in heaven has no force. Both Jesus and 


the thief went to paradise, but not to heaven. Jesus 
ascended to heaven ata later period. I interpose 
the objection to my opponent’s affirmative, that the 
Bible represents that the wicked will be excluded 
from heaven, cast out into outer darkness, go away 
into everlasting punishment and similar representa- 
tions. Rev. 22: 15, ‘‘For without are dogs, and 
sorcerers, and whoremongers, and murderers, and 
idolaters, and whosoever loveth and maketh a lie.”’ 
Rev. 20: 10, ‘‘And the devil that deceived them was 


cast into the lake of fire and. brimstone, where the 


beast and the false prophet are, and shall be torment- 
ed day and night forever and ever.’’ So the penalty 
is not extinction of being, but it is distress, punish- 
ment, which always consists of either pain or depri- 
vation of something that would make life endurable 
or pleasant. Hence punishment and not extinction 
is the penalty. There are three things as to punish- 
ment which cause it to be dreaded: 

1. Its certainty. 

2. Its severity. 

3. Its duration. 
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If punishment is inevitable, and cannot be escaped, _ 
that is the first element to deter persons from com- 
mitting the offense, that would bring it on them. If 
it is severe and hard to endure, that i§ an additional 
dread. If it is long continued, it is the more fearful. 
Mr. Grant’s penalty for sin is all reserved for one 
moment, in which it is inflicted, and is-over forever, 
The orthodox view makes it certain, severe, and ever | 
continuing, which is dreadful indeed; and should ~ 
deter men from the commission of sin. I wish here 
to note the fact that in Matt. 7: 13, where destruction 2 
is mentioned, Dr. Clark says: ezs ten apoleian, means 
eternal misery. 


MR GRAN Ts) HIP CE ADDR Sas 


Mr. Moderator, Ladies and Gentlemen:—Where is 
the difficulty? I think it is simply in the punctuation, 
which was not introduced until the sixteenth century. 
There were no pauses in the original manuscripts, 
nor spaces between the words. Hebrews 10: 12, 
‘But this man, after he had offered one sacrifice for 
sins, forever sat down on the right hand of God.” 
Thus some Bibles are punctuated, and would _inti- 
mate that Christ would never come back, because he 
sat down there ‘‘forever.’’ Other Bibles are punctu- 
ated in this way: ‘‘But this man, after he had offered 
one sacrifice for sins forever, sat down on the right 
hand of God.” The punctuation changes the mean-. 
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ing. Take another example. Matthew Io: 28, 
‘‘And Jesus said unto them, verily I say unto you, 
that ye which have followed me in the regeneration, 
when the Son of Man shall sit on the throne of his: 
glory, ye also shall sit upon twelve thrones, judging 
the twelve tribes of Israel.”’ Others are punctuated 
as follows, and correctly: ‘‘And Jesus said ‘unto 
them, Verily I. say unto you, that ye which have 
followed me, in the regeneration, when the Son of 
Man shall sit on the throne of his glory, ye also 
shall sit upon twelve thrones, judging the twelve 
tribes of Israel.’’ The first makes it that he: was 
regenerated, which is not true. So here, ‘‘Verily, I 
say unto thee, today, shalt thou be with me in para- 
dise.’”’ As I have not time to bring this out fully, I 
turn to the highest authority known, that is, Cure- 
tontan Syriac, which is the oldest version known in 
the world, and is in the British Museum. Mr. Cure- 
ton discovered and translated it, and it is admitted 
by scholars to be the oldest that exists. It reads as 
follows: ‘‘Verily, I say to thee today, that with me 
thou shalt be in Eden's garden,” or paradise. The 
question is, whether ‘‘today” qualifies the verb say 
or shall be. This settles it, ‘‘Verily I say to thee 
today, that with me thou shalt be in the Eden’s gar- 
den.” 
Old Testament and Greek New Testament two hun- 
dred and fifty-nine times. It is used adjectively 
twenty-four times; without a verb to qualify, fourteen 


The adverb semeron is found in the Septuagint 


times; leaving two hundred and twenty-one times. 
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Of these, fifty-one correspond with the punctuation, 
“‘Verily; I. -say-ainto. thee, today shalt’ thou “be; 
the adverb going before the verb it qualifies, as it 
‘ would be if we put the comma before /oday; -so there 
are one hundred and seventy witnesses against fifty- 


one in favor of changing the comma. Hence, the 4 


whole argument rests on the doubtful position of the 


comma. The old Cuvetonzan settles it, ‘‘Verily I say — 
to thee today, that with me thou shalt be in the ~ 
Eden’s garden.’’ When? When he comes into his q 
kingdom; not when he went. He has not come back — 
yet. My friend brought another point, that the 


Jews are to be gathered, and, therefore, they could q 


not be trodden down and tormented, as I showed ~ 
they had been during the last 1800 years. Another — 
point was made about the ‘‘character.” I said the — 
character was in the grave. The man who had the — 
character was there; for we find those there are 
called the ‘‘just and the unjust.” Does not that 
refer to character? The good and the evil are tlfere, 
because they are coming out of the graves. Do not 


good and evil refer to character? The whole man, I I 


said, is tobeujmdged in luke we fo vite terns ran 
account of a funeral. The Savior, when walking 


along one day, met a funeral procession. He | 


‘‘touched the bier, and they that bear him stood still. 
And he said, Young man, I say unto thee, arise. 
And he that was dead sat up, and began to speak.” 
The one he spoke to rose up. Then that is the man 
that was dead; the whole man, and the character was 
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in him. When he goes into the grave, where is the 
character? Another example—Lazarus was. sick, 
and died. Jesus went to the grave, and said, ‘‘Take 
away the stone.’’ They rolled away the stone, and. 
he cried, ‘‘ Lazarus, come forth.’’ Where is he com- 
ing from? He must come from where he is; not 
from where he is not. ‘‘And he that was dead came 
forth, bound hand and foot with grave clothes; and 
his face was bound about with a napkin. Jesus said 
unto them, Loose him and let him go.’’ That is the 
one to whom he said, come out of the grave; the 
one that had the character. | rf 
One point about everlasting life. He says, I say 


| it is in Christ, and that only those in Christ, have 


life. He says the devil has life; therefore, he is in 
-Christ. .1'-John 5:12, ‘‘He that hath the Son: hath 
life; and he that hath not the Son of God hath not 
_life.”” What life is he talking about? The life eter- 
nal, promised through Christ.. Of course, all living 
people must have life, or they could not come to 
Christ to get eternal life. Again, when speaking of | 
Jeremiah 174/27," Buatuer 
ye will not hearken unto me to hallow the Sabbath 


p] 


the ‘‘unquenchable fire.’ 


day, and not to beara burden, even entering in at 
the gates of Jerusalem on the Sabbath day; then I 
will kindle a fire in the gates thereof, and it shall 
devour the palaces of Jerusalem, and it shall not be 
quenched.”” Is it burning now? What does an 
unquenchable fire do? It always burns up what it is 
burning, or it does not affect it at all. I quoted 
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Matthew 3: 12, ‘‘Whose fan is in his hand, and he { 
will thoroughly purge his floor, and gather his wheat — 


into the garner; but he will burn up the chaff with 
Eusebius, the learned church 


b) 


-unquenchable fire.’ 
historian, ‘says, ‘‘Cronion and Julian were first 
scourged, and then consumed with unquenchable 


bm) 


fire.’ Are they burning now? It burned them up. 
Archbishop Whateley says, ‘‘As the effect of worms 
or fire is not to preserve the: body they prey upon, 
but to destroy and put an end to it, it would follow 

. that the fire which is prepared for the con- 
demned: is something that is really to destroy and 


put an end to them, and -is called everlasting and 


unquenchable to denote that they are not to be saved | 


under it, but that their destruction is to be-final,’’— 
(Lecture on future State.) 


In Revelation 14: 10, II, the wrath of God is said 


to be poured out on the wicked without mixture into 


the cup of his indignation, and the smoke of their — 
torment ascends up forever and ever. Matthew 25: 
46, ‘‘These shall go away into everlasting punish- .— 


ment.” This is the strongest passage in the Bible, 


favoring eternal punishment. But in 2 Thessalonians — 


I: 9, we have the statement, ‘‘Who shall be pun- 
ished with everlasting destruction from the presence 
of the Lord and the glory of his power.” Here we 
find the wicked are to be punished by being 
destroyed.) Psalm 371/10, 01, Says, “lor veo alittie 
while, and the wicked shall not be: yea thou shalt 
diligently consider his place, and it shall not be, but 
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the meek shall inherit the earth, and shall delight 
themselves in the abundance of peace.”” The wicked 
will not be after a little while. Romans 6: 23, ‘‘For 
the wages of sin is death; but the gift of God is 
eternal life through Jesus Christ our Lord.’ This 
_ settles the question. Sin’s wages is death. To 
obtain life we must obtain the gift of life. Spiritual 
death is the crime, and not the penalty of sin, 
Eternal punishment is the greatest scandal on the 
Almighty that ever was invented. For forty-eight 
years I have been in the belief I now maintain. . The 
punishment of the wicked is forever and ever. But 
forever is often used with limitations, as in the case 
of the everlasting priesthood, the possession in 
_ Canaan, and the time Jonah was in the whale’s belly. 
In Hebrews 2: 14, the statement. is that the devil 
will be destroyed. 


MR. DILLON’S FIFTH ADDRESS. | 


Mr. Moderator, Ladies and Gentlemen:—This dis- 
' cussion is nearing its close. If Mr. Grant knows of 
any Scripture, or line of argument that proves that 
any man will be blotted out of being, he must pre- 
sent it in his next speech or fail. lephesh, nephesh 
chaiyah, w shah-mah, sheol, hades, tartarus and gehenna 
will never prove his proposition; passages that speak 
of temporal calamities, and judgments on nations 
that have a squintinggjthat way, a semblance without | 
_any reality of teaching his view, will not do. These 
10 
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will not convince thoughtful men, if he knows what — 
will convince the intelligent, this is his opportunity; 
let him bring it out to view. Forty-eight years on © 
that line, one hundred and two debates ought to — 
qualify him to give the proof if it exists.. The one © 
out of four methods of punishing sin, which Mr, q 
Grant selects, is to every discriminate mind, a contra- . 
diction, an inconsistency. Eternaly’déath wee bitem. 4 
can be no.such thing as punishing a being with 
eternal death. — Punishment by death is correct. 4 
When death ensues it would claim the being forever, 
if never relieved from that state, but you can not 
punish any being after he is extinct, this is impossi-— 
ble. It sounds like Lincoln’s story, who said a man 
in Illinois was found pounding a dead dog, and when — 
asked why he was beating the dead dog, he replied 
that he believed in punishment after death. Does | 
Mr. Grant think his strokes punished the dog any? 
No, all capability of being punished ceases when a 
being goes out of existence, and hence Mr. Grant — 
does not believe in eternal punishment. He believes — 
in death ending the existence of the finally impeni- — 
tent, and all punishment thereafter ceasing forever ; 
with them. The widow’s son of Nain, we know that k 
his spirit came back. James says, ‘‘The body with- © 
out the spirit is dead.”’ Was the widow’s son alive 
after he sat up? Yes. Then his spirit returned to — 
the body. The like thing is true of Lazarus. A © 
man goes down cellar and finds it dark, he calls for 
John to bring him the lantern, John places a light in — 
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the lantern and takes it to his father. The-word | 
lantern implied what was not expressed, and John’s 
good sense supplied the omission. Wherever there » 
is a living man there is a spirit. Mr. Grant’s theory 
as to the punctuation of ‘‘today shalt thou be with 
me in paradise,” robs that Scripture of being a 


-promise and makes it a question. ‘‘I say unto thee 


today, shalt thou be with me in paradise?” And 
the rule is that an interrogation is a denial. ‘‘How 
shall we escape if we neglect so great salvation?” 
affirms that we can not escape if we neglect so great 


‘salvation. It is an interpretation of which no, one 
-would ever have thought, only for the fact that its 


SIONS 


plain meaning upset the no-soul theory of my oppon- 
ent. I interpose the objection and counter-argument 
that God does not approve of Second Adventism. 
Wherever men hold and practice considerable of 
truth, men may hold some error, and yet be blessed 
for the preponderance of truth. But the no-soul 
view of Second Adventism brings accompaniments that 
make it fatal. If we are all material, all mortal, then, 
1. Weare mere animals, not kindred to our God, 


_ and can only grovel here below as carnal creatures. 


2. Wecan not be capable of any high degree of 
culture, if we are only animals. 

3. Wecan not be spiritual nor spiritually minded 
if we are all animal. 

4. Wecan not be regenerated, that is predicated 
of the spirit. The flesh can not be born again, or 
reformed until the resurrection. 
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ate We can not be adopted into God’s family as " 
his sons, unless he can adopt an animal, and make © 
an animal a son of God. We can not be holy in — 
spirit if we have no spirit. | 

I appeal to those who know the Second Adventist : 
Church the best.’ Is it not true that when they pitch — 
their tent in any city, town, or vicinity, do they not E 
direct their shot and shell at the churches, and seek } 
to break them down, instead of making their charge — 
on outside sinners? Did anybody ever know a gen-_ ; 


yn 


uine awakening, revival and good to attend or follow — 
their meetings? They have a mystical, {fanciful way | 
of explaining prophecy, so as to’ affect weakminded ~ 
people, and when won to them they are neither spir- — 
itual nor intelligently pious, though§they are super- , 
stitious, and confident in their error. I would not j 
insinuate that there are no nice persons with them; ~ 
there are some who are civil ‘good citizens, and they 
would be so if they were in the world, for their — 
doctrines benefit no one. There is a point to which — 
I would call attention. It is common ground to hold 4 
that death is the penalty annexed to sin. To assume _ 
that death means the extinction of being, is to beg © 
the question in controversy, by taking for granted " 
what should be proved. Instead of proving that | 
death signifies the extinction of being, they only — 
show that the name of one of the penal inflictions is © 
called death, a thing not disputed. They can not J 
prove that death means the extinction and annihila- q 
tion of being. I have proved that death means the — 
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dissolution of the body, while the spirit lives on after 
_the body is dead. Death is applied to both the 
righteous and the wicked. Hebrews g: 27, ‘‘It is 
appointed unto men once to die, and after this the 
judgment.”” Bath good and bad men die, which 
shows the absurdity of relying on the word death to 
prove annihilation. Death is used in many senses in 
the Bible. ‘‘Let the dead bury their dead,” marks 
two senses. - The dead in sin were to bury the 
‘physically dead. ‘‘If ye be dead with Christ from 
the rudiments of the world,” tharks a third sense. 
‘“‘He that overcometh shall net be hurt of the second 
death,” is the fourth meaning. ‘Ye also have 
become dead to the law by the body of Christ,” is a 
fifth sense in which death is used, and none of them 
mean that the being is entirely blotted out. Jesus 
says, ‘‘For all live unto him.” The word destruc- 
tion I wish to notice, which is used in 2 Thessa- 
lonians 1: 9, ‘‘Who shall be punished with everlasting 
destruction.’ The word for destruction here is 
-_olethros, and is defined by Grove, ‘‘Destruction, ruin, 
plague, pestilence, death; a wretch, villain.” Green- 
field defines it, ‘‘Perdition, destruction, ruin, mis- 
ery.” This text is trusted by annihilationists beyond 
any other in the New Testament. But these defini- 
tions show that it may be properly translated, ‘‘Shall 
be punished with everlasting perdition,”’ or ‘‘Shall be 
punished with everlasting ruin,” or thus, ‘‘Who shall 
be punished with everlasting misery.’’ Add to this 
the fact that destruction, the remaining word, is an 


~ 
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equivocal term, and then you have the great prepon- 
derant probability against the very strongest text — 
they can muster. Shall a doctrine of such moment 

be built on such slight, and untrustworthy testimony? | 
I protest against the annihilation of, the wicked, on 
_ the ground that it makes the punishment of all grades 
of sinners thé same. Jesus said to the stubborn 
Pharisees who resisted his doctrine, and sought to 
turn the \.people. from’: him,, ‘*:Therefore yer shat 


receive the greater damnation.” ‘‘It shall be more — 


tolerable for the land of Sodom and Gomorrah in the ; 
day of judgment, than for that city.’’ Tolerable 
means bearable; this would argue nothing for or 
against the duration of punishment. Two persons 
may suffer the same period of time, and yet in 
degrees that vary. Mr. Grant’s theory is like Solon’s 
laws, who inflicted death for the least as well as the 
greatest offenses. He said the least offense deserves — 
death, and for the greatest we can inflict nothing — 
more. Annihilation is Mr. Grant’s only penalty. 
alike for the least and the greatest sinners. Where. 


now is the evidence that man will pass out of exist- 


ence and never return to life after the resurrection? 


We have heard the quibbles and equivocations of this. 4 


expert on certain original terms, giving the part he 


thought could serve him, and forbearing to give the — 


whole truth, for fear it would upset what he had 
given. He has appeared before us and read and 
re-read certain fragments. I have often detected him 
of being in error, as in the case of Calmet, and Wat- 
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son. Now we stand near the close of this discussion 
with the deep and unshaken conviction that man is 
immortal, that our friends who have died are living, 
_and love us as fervently and tenderly now as when © 
they lived among us, with the conviction that the 
being called man will live forever in weal or woe, 
with all the persuasives and motives urging him to 
live a good life, obey God, put his affections, will, 
desires and emotions in harmony with the living God. 


SMRAUGRAN TS); SIXTH ADDRESS. 


Mr. Moderator, Ladies and Gentlemen:—The gehen- 
ma fire was the place near Jerusalem, where they 
threw their refuse matter and kindled fires to burn it. 
They never put a thing there to preserve it. They 
did not put living things in the flames to destroy. 
When the Savior would illustrate future punishment, 
he used gehenna to show that no portion of the wick- 
ed men will be preserved; but they will be burnt up 
with ‘‘unquenchable fire.” It is impossible to tor- 
ment adead man. There must be living senses, or 
there can be no torment. Iask my friend again if 
the soul takes away the senses at death? Again, it 
is impossible to torment the soul of man. I make 
it emphatic; itis zzposszble to torment the soul of aman. 
-T have shown before, that we cannot torment the life 
of a man, for it has no senses. The man can be tor- 
mented only while he is alive. When he is dead he 


~ 
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cannot be tormented. A living organism, having a 
senses, is essential for torment. Rabbi Dr. Joseph — 
Kranskroft, says, ‘‘The doctrine of eternal tortures 
-and sufferings in a burning hell is not taught in the 
Old Testament. The word sheol in the Hebrew _ 
means the grave, not hell.”—(Pieladelphia Engirer, 
Dec. 19, i889.) Dr J. A, | Seiss; who) is'said (0iBe 
the ablest minister in Philadelphia, when required to 
express his own views on this subject, says, ‘‘The 
final'‘hell.. . . is. the refuse receptacle of eternity, am 

. where everything persistently adverse to God y 
and the peace of the glorified, dies the eternal death. 
No one is yet in hell.”’—(/ézd). I endorse that most 
fully. . All the refuse, everything opposed to God 
goes into that gehenna fire; for I read in Heb. 2: 14, 
“Forasmuch then as the children are partakers of 
flesh and blood, he also himself likewise took part of 
the same; that through death he might destroy him 
that had the power of death, that.is the devil.” My 
friend may argue, ‘‘Oh! he is miserable.”’ I beg par- 
don, sir, that is not his punishment. Heis tobe ~ 
destroyed, and when he is destroyed he cannot suffer _ 
any’ more.. He does not destroy his happiness, for 
he has none. He is to destroy /zm. I can conceive 
‘and believe that God can in mercy, and justice, and 
love, destroy the wicked. My friend says there can 
be no punishment unless there is pain. Mr. Chair- 
man, a dead man cannot suffer pain. That is a fact. 
What is the wages of sin? Death. What is the 
meaning of death? ‘‘Extinction of life?’ Does my 
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friend claim that death is no punishment, when all 
civilized countries call death ‘‘capital punishment,”’ 
the highest of all? He who says death is no punish- 
‘ment should say life is no reward, but we all admit 
that eternal life is the highest possible reward a man 
can have. Is it no loss to lose that? Is it no pun- 
ishment to lose eternal life. Dr. Whedon, a very 
Meh) authority), says: “*Deéstruction../)). is /suchy a) 
separation of the parts . . . of the individual, as ‘to 
result in the cessation of the organic individual exist- 
ence.”” ‘‘The eternal exclusion of all re-existence . 
is eternal punishment.’’—(Azble Banner, Aug. 1, 18- 
Ose) Any otheory,. system, creed,” or! statement,” 
which contradicts a single fact must be false. My 
friend has not denied that. I have no fear that he 
will. The Bible and science declare. facts, pure 
truth, from which there is no appeal. Their decision 
is final. 1. The Bible term ‘‘soul,’’ meaning “fe 
is first applied to all the animals in the sea and on 
the land, before the creation of man. This has been 
shown to bea fact. Therefore, there is no fact to 
contradict this statement. This point, then, is for- 
ever: settled. 2, ‘The term “‘living soul’’is used to 
represent all the living animals in the sea and on the 
land, before the creation of man. 3. It has also been 
shown to be a fact that when the term ‘‘soul’’ is used 
to express the “fe of animals or men, the living ani- — 
mals or the living men, it is.applied to both alike. 
ai ie same term ‘‘soul’” is used to represent the 
desires of men and animals alike. Psa. 145: 16, 
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“Thou openest thine hand, and satisfiest the desive 


is not once in the entire Bible qualified by the words 
‘immortal,’’ ‘‘everlasting,’’ ‘‘undying”’ or any other 
equivalent word. 6. The term ‘‘soul” is not once 4 
used in the Bible to represent anything conscious a 
between death and the resurrection. 7. There can — 
be, no consciousness or knowledge, where there is no 
life. Eccl. 9: 5, ‘‘The living know that they shall 
die; but the dead know not anything.” During this — 
debate, I have brought many passages of Scripture; 
so that I have even wearied some by quoting so — 
many. 8. The whole Bible and all scientific facts @ 
unite to declare that man is wholly mortal, and 7 
unconscious between death and the resurrection. — 
In the Bible we are exhorted to ‘‘seek for . . . im- 
mortality,” ‘‘By patient continuance in well doing;” 4 
and we are informed that we shall receive it, when 
Christ returns to raise the dead. Now, a few words — 
touching punishment, our last subject. Rom. 6: 23, — 
“For the wages of sin is death; but the gift of God , 
is eternal life, through Jesus Christ our Lord.” Then 
it follows asI have said before, that Universalism is 
not true; man is not naturally immortal, and eternal 
torment is impossible; for a dead man cannot suffer 
pain. The reward of the righteous, as I stated is 1 
eternal painless life. There shall be no more pain. 
The punishment of the wicked is eternal painless 
death, for they cannot suffer when dead. Every holy 
one will respond, Amen. James 1: 15, ‘“Then when 
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lust hath conceived, it bringeth forth sin, and sin, 
when it is finished, bringeth forth death.” This for- 
ever removes the terrible scandal thrown upon the 
character of our heavenly Father, by those who have 
taught that he will torment the wicked eternally. 
Death he says, is the separation of the mortal, from 
the immortal part. It remains to be proved that 
man has an immortal part. No proof has been 
brought to my knowledge. I believe death is the 
separation of soul and body, but what does soul 
mean? The life. When life is separated from the 
body, then the man dies. I have shown, and proved 
that, according to the Bible, nothing else leaves man 
at death but the life. So it isa separation of soul 
and body, life being used in itS primary sense, com- 
mon to all living beings, without which no one can 
live. Is it no loss to lose it eternally? It is the 
highest punishment imaginable. It is but common 
sense that a dead man does not know anything... He 
_ says Christ was destroyed, where is the proof. He 

said. ‘‘Destroy this Temple, and in three days I will 
raise it up.’’ He was not destroyed. After he had 
been with the Father a number of years, he sent 
back a revelation to John saying, ‘‘l am he that liv- 
eth, and was dead.’ Was he ever dead? ' He says he 
was. Will my friend attempt to impeach him. Il 
_ wish now to show that Satan will be burned up and 
pass out..of. existerice: | Rév.°2077,. 8), Onis 
when the thousand years are expired, satan shall be 
loosed out of his prison, and shall go out to deceive 
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earth, Gog and. Magog to gather them together to 
battle; the number of whom is as the sand of thesea. 
And they went up on the breadth of the earth and 
compassed the camp of the saints about, and the — 
beloved city; and fire came down from God out of 
heaven, and devoured them.” This shows the 
destruction of satan, puts him out of existence forever. 


MR. DILLON’S SIXTH ADDRESS. 


Mr. Moderator, Ladies and Gentlemen:—My oppon- « ~ 
ent says they did not put living things in gehenna, 
but he held that this was his furnace, where the 
living were cast in order to have them pass out of _ 
life. He says it is impossible to torment a dead 
man. So itis. To torment means to punish. Ifa 
dead man can not be tormented or punished, then — 
there can be no eternal punishment on Mr. Grant’s 
theory. Hebrews 2: 14, ‘‘That through death he a 
might destroy him that had the power of death, that — 
is the devil.” Dr. MacKnight renders’ this text, J 
‘That through death he might render ineffectual him 
who had the power of death, that is the devil.”' The — 
meaning is that he might so counteract the power of 
the devil, as to deliver men who trust in God, from 
bondage. The word destroy, we have seen in our 
third address, does not mean to pass out of existence. 
Dr. Clarke gives its meaning, ‘‘That by the merit of 
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his own death, which making atonement for sin, and 
procuring the Almighty energy of the Holy Spirit, 

should counterwork, fatergese or render useless and 
ineffectual all the operations of him who had the 
power, &ratos, or influence to bring death into the 
world: so that death, which was intended by him 
who was a murderer from the beginning, to be the 
final ruin of mankind, becomes the instrument of 
their exaltation and endless glory. Thus the death 
brought in by Satan is counterworked, and rendered 
ineffectual by the power of Christ.”’ So then this 
text teaches that the agencies introduced by Satan to 
secure our death shall be so destroyed and counter- 
worked by Christ’s death as to secure our deliverance. 
In reply to Mr. Grant’s reference to Dr. Wheedon 
-on destruction, I cite Wheedon's Commentary on Luke, 
page 159, on the Scripture, ‘‘For this my son was 
- dead, and is alive again; he was lost and is found.” 
Where Wheedon says, ‘‘The metaphors of death and 
life to express ruin, and recovery, can be found in 
various languages. Thus Cicero, at his return to ~ 
Rome after banishment says, in a public address to 
the city, that he is ‘‘recalled from death to life; from 
despair to hope; from destruction to safety.”” Since 
the learned Dr. Wheedon has been introduced as his 
witness, let us have more of his testimony. In his 
commentary on Luke 16: 23, he says: ‘‘/z hell—in 
hades or the great wuseen, that is, the invisible place 
or region of disembodied spirits. While the body of 
man is in the grave, his soul is in Aades. So taught 
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the Jewish church, and Jesus here confirms the _ 
teaching. But- hades, it is said, consists of two — 
regions, namely, Paradise, or Abraham’s bosom, the 
abode of the righteous; and ¢artarus the abode of the — 
wicked . . . sades, is sometimes, as here, used as 
the proper name of the compartment of the wicked — 
only. But when the day of resurrection shall come, — 
the righteous shall, after the judgment, ascend body ~ 
and soul to heaven, and the wicked be cast into the | 
lake of fire, gehenna, or the second death.” Dr. © 
Wheedon gives us the psychology of spirit life on © 
page 167 of his Commentary: ‘‘Eyes—but has the — 
disembodied’ spirit eyes, tongue, fingers, etc.p We 


answer, a spirit possesses sight; for even in life it is 


the soul that sees, and the eye is but its instrument. 
So also it is the soul that hears, feels, tastes, and ~ 
smells, through its sensorial organs.”” See how Mr. — 
Grant’s witness testifies against him, and this is often” ; 


the case when we obtain the facts furnished by the | 4 


whole truth. Now I have disposed of everything 
presented by the gentleman from Boston but one 
thing, that is, the destruction and demolition. of 
Satan. For Satan I have no friendship, nothing 
indeed but antagonism, and if Mr. Grant can, in fair- 
ness and truth, show that he has been, or will be P 
extinguished, I shall interpose no objection. I stand — 
by as an observer only to see that it is fairly and ~ 
faithfully proved, and not to be deceived by a pre- 
tense. He has quoted, to show that Satan is to be 
put out of existence, Revelation 20: 9, ‘‘And fire | 1 


Luamortality and Annihilation. 159 


came down from God out of heaven, and devoured 
them.” But here, alas, as before, the witness at 
once testifies against Mr. Grant. Look at the very 
next verse, Revelation 20: 10, ‘‘And the devil, that 
deceived them, was cast into the lake of fire and 
brimstone, where the beast and the false prophet are, 
-and shall be tormented day and night forever and 
ever.” Mr. Grant, it seems, did not get a good heat 
on*him, and his asbestic being came out alive. I 
could have hoped he would have made it, and blotted 
him from being, but Satan still lives and will be tor- 
- mented day and night forever. Nor can any comfort 
come from the use of day and night, for it is but 
accommodated language, which means perpetually. 
The endless day does not apply to the abode of the 
lost. Mr. Grant ought to have known that devour 
was not a sufficient word to annihilate Satan. Jesus’ 
says, Matthew 23: 14, ‘‘Woe unto you, hypocrites, 
for ye devour widows’ houses.’ That does not mean 
that the hypocrite can eat a house, so as to annihilate 
it. So then despite Mr. Grant’s effort, and our wish 
for his success in this case, Satan survives and will 
never pass out of existence. His failure here is like . 


- that we have witnessed all along the line. On the 


slightest seeming evidence he leaps to the conclu- 
sion that man will pass out of existence and never 
return to life. | 

Death, is named, he seizes on it as an endless 
extinction. Yet Paul had been ‘‘in deaths oft,” and 
still lived. Destruction is used, he says, that means 
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annihilation, yet Job says, ‘‘Thou hast destroyed me _ 
on every side, I am gone.” “Thou destroyest the — 
perfect and the wicked.” Yet Job survived his 
destruction.. He finds ‘‘cut off” applied to men and 
infers that, that means extinction of life. But David 
says of himself, Psa. 88: 16, ‘‘Thy terrors have cut 
me off.” and yet he will live forever.”’ Perish is a 
employed. | Yes, Mr. Grant says that is it, but Isaiah 4 
says, ‘‘The righteous perisheth and no man layeth it a 
to heart.” O! now I have it, Jost, but lost is applied 
to the sheep, and to the prodigal son, both of which | 
were found later, and were alive. The woman lost 
one of her ten pieces of silver, and swept her house a 
and found it, in as good condition as the other nine. 
Yes but it is the word consume. But Jacob says he 4 
was consumed and survived the ordeal. Then Mr. — 
Grant wishes he knew some word that did mean to. 
carry out of existence and never return to life, but 
for his life he cannot find a scriptural term which is 
so used with uniformity. Then weconclude he isan 
interested witness, anxious to make a case, without 
the data and proof to support him. If he cannot 
make a case what is the use of any one else making 
the attempt. He is their acknowledged champion. 
They went back on another able man because he did — 
not understand the original languages, and was not 
able to enter the race with the Ohio man. And now 
the man from the Hub has run his race and come out 
second best, and his scalp hangs in the smoke of our 
wigwam. Everyone ought to congratulate the. 
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cause, that has won the victory. Mr. Grant says 


the system of punctuating was not introduced until 


the sixteenth century. That ‘‘there were no pauses 
in the original manuscripts, nor spaces between the 


words.” Then he holds that the Curetonian Syriac 


- was punctuated as he gives it. Who can reconcile. 


this contradiction? Death’s quiver is not emptied, 
nor his bow unstrung; we must all die; we are now 
but stragglers from his house of execution; it is the 
lot of all men todie. This I need not prove, I point 


to the urned ashes of our dead friends, to the lesson 
of buried centuries, and the dead dust of the past 


ages. We have all been shipwrecked on the same 


sea, by the same wide, wasting tempest. Here on 
earth moulders the dust of the high and the low, in 
undistinguishable equality. Even the seats and 


scenes of sceptered greatness, palaced grandeur, and 
royal thrones furnish io exemption from death. But 
death is not more certain than succeeding immortal- 
ity; the soul will live when the heart has ceased its 
beating, and the pulse stands still. <The Christian 
can meet death with unsubdued triumph. Death is 


but the means of fruition and preferment, to the sur- 


viving soul, securing perpetual freedom from tears, 
trials, parting pangs, and sighs that heave the care- 
worn breast. Jesus Christ has brought life and im- 
mortality to light through the Gospel. So clear is 
this light that error cannot cloud it. In this hope 
that cheers us, we will live and die, and live on _ be- 


__ yond the responseless silence of our buried dust. An 
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eloquent tongue has said: No vision of fabled Gods, — 
of Eld or Elfland, brought it near. Pythagorus q 
sought it in the groves of Crotona, Plato on the 4 
Promontory of Sunium, Socrates on the Acropolis at — 
Athens, and Cato in his retreat at Utica. It was — 
the great moral desideratum for which kings and ~ 
prophets waited, sought, but its certain solution — 
was not found. Debated among sages and dreamed 
of by Muses, it ‘remained an unfound treasure. Im-. 4 
mortality i in every full and proper sense, is a discov- 4 
ery- -of Christianity. It is to man the great Eureka of 3 
the skies. The angel of the future brought it down. — 
The Tays of heavenly illumination wide diverging as a 
he came and imparting their radiance alike to the 4 
abodes of life, and the gloom of the sepulcher. . Thess 
history of nations and the records of all time accred- — 
it the testimony of the finger of God that ‘life and — 
immortality were brought to light through the 
gospel.”” Mankind has Lebuiee, on an existence | 
that knows neither limit nor bound, to make this 4 
existence a boon and blessing should be his study 
and care, to avoid and escape the rocks where happi- 


ness and hope have been wrecked, our persistent pray- — ] 


er. With my thanks to Rev. N.R. Luce, the gentle- 4 i 


manly Moderator, for his faithfulness and kindness 


in presiding over this discussion, my se is done, 
and truth is vindicated. 


¢ 





“APPENDIX. 
THE CHRISTIAN SABBATH. 


I wish to apprise the reader of the fact that Rev. 
Miles Grant is a First Day Adventist, and therefore - 
could not be expected to advocate the seventh day 
cause. Many who read this discussion will want to _ 
know how to meet and refute the error, which holds 
the seventh day to be the proper day of rest and 
’ devotion. To meet this want, I have decided to treat 
this subject briefly in this appendix. 

I. On the seventh day God rested, blessed and 
‘sanctified it, at the close of creation. Genesis 2: 2, 
3, ‘“‘And on the seventh day God ended his work 
- which he had made; and he rested on the seventh 
day from all the work which he had made; and God 
blessed the seventh day and sanctified it: because 
that in it he had rested from all his work which God 
created and made.” ‘The fact will be observed that 
in this case God did not command any person to 
keep the Sabbath, it relates entirely to what God did. 
From this time to the giving of the law on Sinai, 
there was no explicit mention of the Sabbath except 
that the Israelites were to gather a double portion of 
manna on Friday, for use on Saturday. 

II. The command to remember the Sabbath day 
to keep it holy was given as a part of the decalogue, 


164 Immortahty and Annihilation. 


Exodus 20: 8, ‘Remember the Sabbath day to keep 4 
it holy.” a. This was a part of the old covenant. 
2, This covenant was not made with any one ante- i 


dating that period. Deuteronomy 5: 2, 3, 6, 7: 


“The Lord our God made a covenant with us in Horeb. 


The Lord made not his covenant with our fathers, but s 


with us, even us, who are all of us here alive this day.” 


“*T am the Lord thy God, which brought thee out of the Jand 
of Egypt, from the house of bondage. 


Thou shalt have none other gods before me.” 


Then follows the rest of the ten commandments 
completing the decalogue. 


III. The ten commandments as an essential part q 


of the old covenant, and the entire Mosaic law, 
which was a covenant of works, was repealed. 1. 


This is purely a question of Divine law, and by a 


it we must determine it. Paul says, 2 Corinthians 
3: 7, ‘‘But if the ministration of death, written and 
engraven in stones, was glorious, so that the children 
of Israel could not steadfastly behold the face of 
Moses for the glory of his countenance: which glory 


was to be done away.”’ ‘‘The ministration of death, 


written and engraven in stones,” is the subject. 
‘Was glorious,” is the predicate. Read on carefully 
to the eleventh verse. ‘‘For if that which was done 
away was glorious, much more that which remaineth 
is glorious.’’ That which is done away is the same 
subject, with the ministration of death written and 
engraven on stones in the seventh verse, and was 
glorious, is the same predicate. Dr. Clarke, on the 


a 
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Scripture, ‘‘For if that which was done away,”’’ says, 
‘‘Here is another striking difference between the /azw 
and the gospel, the former is termed Zo katargoumenon, 
that which is counterworked and adolished: the latter 
to menon, that which continues, which is not for a 
particular time, place, and people as the law was.”’ 
There can be no mistake as to it being the ten com- 
mandments which was done away, or as Clarke says, 
abolished, for it is called the ministration of death, 
written and engraven on stones, and the ten com- 
mandments was the only law that was written in 
‘stones. Barnes says: ‘‘The law he calls zo katar- 
goumen, on thething which was to be made to cease, to 
be put an end to, to be done away with, to be abol- 
ished. It had no permanency, and it was designed 
to have none.” Matthew Henry says, ‘‘The law is 
done away, but the gospel does, and shall remain. 
Not only did the glory of Moses’ face go away, but 
the glory of Moses’ law is done away also; yea, the 
law of Moses itself is now abolished.” In Galatians 
the third chapter, this question is treated again by 
Paul. I want to present this argument beginning 
with verse 8: ‘‘And the Scripture, foreseeing that 
God would justify the heathen through faith, 
preached before the gospel unto Abraham, saying, 
In thee shall all nations be blessed.” This shows 
‘that the gospel was preached to Abraham, before 
the law was given to Moses. Verse 17, ‘‘And this 
I say, that the covenant, that was confirmed before 
of God in Christ, the law, which was four hundred 





make the promise of none effect.” “Wherefore | j 
then serveth the law? It was added because off 4 


promise was made; and it was ordained by angels in — 
the hand of a mediator.”" This verse proves that the 4 
law was added to the promise, because of trans- 
gressions, to continue with the limitation ‘‘till the — 
seed should come.”’ ‘The sixteenth verse proves that 4 
the seed mentioned meant Christ. Hence this law a 
given at Sinai was to continue until Christ came and 
died for man when the new covenant took effect. — 
Verses 24, 25, “Wherefore the law was our school- 
master to bring us unto Christ, that we might be — 
justified by faith. But after that faith is come, we — 
are no longer under a schoolmaster.’ The law was — 
our schoolmaster to bring us to Christ, but now since ~ 
faith is come, we are no longer under a schoolmaster. , 
The schoolmaster stands for the law that condemned 
us, and we are now no longer under the law. If we 
had been capable of keeping the law, we would have 
been righteous, and had life, by the law. We could 
not keep it in our lapsed condition, and hence it 
condemned us to death. We had to be delivered 
from it, as a plan for life, by the death of Christ, 
who had kept the law inviolate, and we now obtain 
righteousness and life by faith. fast 

The law was holy, just, and good, but man could 
not reach its summit, nor could he asa sinner ever 
obtain life by it. iGal,’3:.20, “hor ai there hadsbeem 


a 
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a law given which could have given life, verily right- 
- eousness should have been by the law.” The law 
_ said, ‘This do and thou shalt live.”’ “The man 
_ which doeth those things shall live by them.” Man 
was required to do all things written in the book of 
_ the law, or came under its curse. Gal. 3. 10, ‘‘For 
~as many as are of the works of the law are under the 
curse: for it is written. ‘Cursed is every one that con- 
_ tinueth not in all things which are written in the 
book of the law to do them. But mankindjhave all 
sinned, and are forever out on this plan.’”” Gal. 3: II, 
- “But that no man is justified by the law in the sight 
of God, it is evident: for, The just shall live by faith.” 
Ikom 3: 20, \‘‘Therefore’ by the deeds of: the’ law 
there shall no flesh be justified in his sight: for by 
_ the law is the knowledge of sin.’’ Christ redeemed 
Mievirom., the curse of the jaw, Gall 3:°13,. ‘Christ 
hath redeemed us from the curse of the law, being 
made a curse for: us: for it is written, Cursed is every 


, 


one that hangeth on a tree.” Paul further shows 
the repeal of the decalogue, and. the entire law of 
Moses in the book of Hebrews. The decalogue was 
a part of the first covenant. Heb. og: 1-4. 


“Then verily the first covenant had also ordinances of. 
divine service, and a worldly sanctuary.” 

“Which had the golden censer, and the ark of the covenant 
overlaid round about with gold, wherein was the golden pot 
that had manna, and Aaron’s rod that: budded, and the 
tables of the covenant:” 


The law engraven on stones is called the tables of 
the covenant, and this is the first or old covenant. - 





which we have seen the te hominanenents was =the im ‘ 
tables of that first covenant. Heb. 8: 6, 7, 8 ¥ 4 


y 


But now hath he obtained a more excellent ee , be 
how much also he is the mediator of a better covenant, — a 
which was established upon better promises. . ‘_ 


For if that first covenant had been faultless, then should i 
no place have been sought for the second. By 


For finding fault with them, he saith, Behold, the days a 
come, saith the Lord, when I will make anew covenant with ~ 
the house of Israel and with the house of Judah: | : 


In that he saith, A new covenant, he hath made the first © 
old. Now that which decayeth and waxeth old is ready to x 
vanish away.” a! 


1. The Scriptures nowhere make any distinction, — 
nor do they distinguish between any different parts, | 
of the law of Moses. The divisions into moral law, — 
ceremonial law, judicial law, and typical law, are ; 
human inventions, without divine sanction, To say a 
that the ceremonial law was abolished, and the moral 
law was not repealed, is gratuitous, and purely an 
assumption, for which not a single passage of Scrip- 
ture\.¢an be wiven in. its) support) Phere as as it isi 
meant a mixing of things, for by the moral law is A 
meant the ten commandments, and by the ceremonial 
much of the remiuining laws of Moses. But the 
fourth commandment as to the Sabbath is ceremonial, 
thouzga in the decalogue; and some laws outside the © 
ten commindments. were moral laws, as Deut. 6: 5, 
“Thou shalt love the Lord thy God with all thine © 
heart... This last named law, is binding onus be- ~ 
cause Christ embodied it in the New Testament. 
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2. The Scriptures set~ forth the promise made to 
Abraham as the gospel plan of salvation by faith. 

3. The Scriptures announce to us that the law of 
Moses was added because of transgressions, till the 


yseed, which is Christ, should come. 


4. That the law was our schoolmaster to bring us_ 
to Christ, and that after faith was come we were no 
longer under the law. ‘‘Ye ‘are not under the law 
but under grace.” .‘‘The law was given by Moses 
but grace and truth came by Jesus Christ. 

5. The Jaw ‘required’ a perfect obedience not) te 
secure, but to maintain life. 

6. All have become sinners and no one could be 
justified by the law. 

7. The law held its claim on us until Christ kept 
it perfectly, and was made a curse for us, by hanging 
on the tree. When we were released, and the plan 


- of righteousness by faith was opened to us, just asa 


woman is at liberty to marry another man after the 
death of her husband. ‘This deliverance from the 
law isa deliverance from it’as a plan for being saved 
much of its morals comes in the’new covenant to 
govern our lives. 

Many of the most devout and learned men of the 
church have held that the decalogue was abolished, 
and yet they were by no means antinomians. Dr. 
Clarke; Matthew Henry, and Albert Barnes have 
already been quoted as holding that view. Luther, 
Calvin, Milton, Baxter, Bunyan, Doddridge, Whate- 
ly, Grotius, Locke, Watts, Dana and Boardman are 
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eminent names holding the same view. Justin © qq 
Martyr, in A. D. 140, said, ‘‘The law promulgated 
on Horeb is now old and belongs to yourselves 
(Jews) alone, but this is for all universally. Now eh 
law placed against law has abrogated that which is 
before it.” Dzalogue with Trypho, Chapter 11. 
Tertullian, A. D. 200, says, ‘‘The abolition of the 
ancient law we fully admit.” <z¢to’s Cyclopedia says 
of Christ and the apostles, ‘‘They even clearly indi- 
cate that the moral law is by no means excepted, 
when they speak of the abolition of the law in gen- ~ 
eral.”’ Simuth's Bible Dictionary says, ‘‘In its individ-— a 
ual, or what is usually called its moral aspect, the law Re 
bore equally the stamp of transitoriness. ... It. 
seems clear enough that its formal coercive authority © 
as a whole ended with the close of the Jewish dispen- '- 
sation.” The Axcyclopedia Britannica, Jamison, 
Fauscet and Brown, and many other testimonies © | 
could be quoted. Indeed, those who have given the — 
subject careful. attention, have been most ready to . 
assert the abrogation of the decalogue, together with wn 
the entire Mosaic system of laws. All other Scrip- 
ture in the Old Testament relating to the obligation | 
to keep the seventh day,-is based on its institution in 
the decalogue. When the Mosaic economy was 
repealed it carried away with it all obligation to keep 
the seventh day Sabbath. There is now no more ~ 
obligation to keep the seventh day or Saturday, than 
itis to have a priest to kill animals and offer sacrifices. 
IV. The next question is, have we any day ; 





A 


« 
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_ under the gospel system which we should observe as 


a day of rest, and with public assemblies for devotion? 

I. We -have the prediction that Christ should 
come and give us another law that we are bound to 
hear and obey. Deuteronomy 18: 15-20. 


“The Lord thy God will raise up unto thee a Prophet from 
the midst of thee, of thy brethren, like unto me; unto him 


ye shall hearken ; 


According to all that thou desiredst of the Lord thy God 
in Horeb in the day of the assembly, saying, Let me not hear 
again the voice of the Lord my God, neither let me see this 
great fire any more, that I die not. 


And the Lord said unto me, They have well spoken that 
which they have spoken. 

I will raise them up a Prophet from among their brethren, 
like unto thee, and will put my words in his mouth; and he 


' shall speak unto them all that I shall command him. 


And it shall come to pass, that whosoever will not hearken’ — 
unto my words which he shall speak in my name, I will 


a require it of him. 


But the prophet, which shall presume to speak a word in 
my name, which I have not commanded him to speak, or~ 
that shall speak in the name of other gods, even that 
prophet shall die.” 

Agreeing with this, and showing that it was veri- 
fied,” Paul: says, “Hebrews! 71). 15.42;);"' God wawh ofat 
sundry times and in divers manners spake-in times 
past unto the fathers by the prophets, Hath in these 
last days spoken unto us by his Son, whom he hath 
appointed heir of all things, by whom also he made 
the worlds.’’ Paul teaches that Christ and the apos- 
tles spoke to us all that is necessary to secure our 


salvation. Hebrews 2: 3, ‘‘How shall we escape, if 
. ; 
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we neglect so great salvation; which at the first i 
began to be spoken by the nse and was confirmed 
unto us by them that heard him.’ 


The Old Testament contemplated and announced a 
that God would make and set apart a day-as a mem- : 
orial of Christ being raised up to be the head stone 
of the corner, in thenew dispensation. Psa. 118:21-24: 

“T will praise thee: for thou hast heard me, and art become © 4 
my salvation. 


The stone which the ae es refused is become the head 
stone of the corner. 


This is the Lord’s doing; it is marvellous in our eyes. 

This is the day which the Lord hath made; we will rejoice 
and be glad in it.” G 

Jesus was declared to be the Son of God with. © 
power by the resurrection from the dead. God set 4 
apart a day in commemoration of that event, in 
which we are to rejoice and be glad, which is the ‘4 
‘Lord’s day or first day of the week. .The prophet — 
predicted that God would cause to cease the seventh a 
day Sabbath, with all the Jewish feasts. Hosea 2:_ 
11, ‘*I will also cause all her mirth to cease, her” 
feast days, her new moons, and her sabbaths, and 
all her solemn feasts.”” This agrees with Paul’s 
declaration in Colossians 2: 14-16: 

“Blotting out the handwriting of ordinances that was 


against us, which was contrary to us, and took 3 out of the 
way, nailing it to his cross; . 


And having spoiled principalities and powers, he made a 
shew of them openly, triumphing over them in it. 


Let no man therefore judge you in meat, or in drink, or in 
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| respect of an holyday, or of the new moon, or of thé Sabbath 
i Cys . 
During Christ’s stay on earth prior to his death, 
the Old Testament was in full force, and hence Christ 
kept the seventh day Sabbath. After Christ’s death 
and resurrection, the Scriptures do not record a 
single case where his disciples voluntarily met for 
worship on the severith day; not one instance can be 
given. Paul and other disciples went into the Jewish 
assemblies on the seventh day to improve those occa- 
sions, to preach the gospel to: the Jews, but all 
Christian assemblies for worship were on the first day 
of the week. Acts 20: 6, 7, ‘‘And we sailed away 
from Philippi after the days of unleavened bread, and 
came unto them to Troas in five days: where we 
-abode seven days. _And upon the first day of the 
; week, when the disciples came together to break 
. bread, Paul preached unto them, ready to depart on 
me the morrow; and continued his speech until mid- 
mist. yet his Scripture shows that Paul was at Troas 
seven days, that he was there on the seventh day 
with no record of any meeting. On the first day of 
the week the disciples came together to break bread, 
and Paul preached to them. 


We have another plain case in. ts Cori Opn. 
‘Now concerning the collection for the saints, as I 
have given ordertothechurches of Galatia, even sodo 
ye. Upon the first day of the week let every one of 
lay by him in store, as God hath prospered him, 
that there be no gatherings when I come.” 
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Justin Martyr, A. D. 140, in his Apology, chapter — 
67, says: ‘‘And on the day called Sunday, all who 
live in cities, or in the country gather together in 


one place, and the memories of the apostles or the 


writings of the prophets are read, . . . bread and 
wine and water are brought and the president in like 
manner offers prayers and thanksgiving, according 
to his ability, and the people assent, saying, Amen; 


and there is a. distribution to each, and a_ participa- a 
tion of that over which thanks have been given, and ae 


to those who are absent a portion is sent by the 


deacons. And those who are well to do, and will- ; a 
ing, give what each thinks fit; and what is collected ~ 


is deposited with the president, who succors the 
orphans and widows.’’ Much testimony to this 
effect is found in the writings of the early fathers. 
Paul asserts that he ordered likewise to the : 
churches of Galatia. This letter from which I last ~ 
quoted is addressed to 1 Cor. 1: 2. ‘‘All that in 
every place call upon the name of Jesus Christ our 
Lord: Paul) says, 50 Cop ra 3 7, “The things that 
I write unto you are the commandments of the Lord.’”” 
Here then we have the commandment of the Lord 
to observe the first day of the week, and it relates to 
all that call on his name. — : 

On the first day of the week Jesus rose from the 
dead, first appeared to the disciples, and repeatedly 
afterward on this day, blessed them, pronounced _ 
peace to them, imparted the Holy Ghost to them, | 
commissioned them to preach, ascended to the Fath- 
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er, and poured out the spirit on them on the day of 
Pentecost. 

I shall give a few quotations from the early centur- 
ies. In A. D. 120, Barnabas wrote: ‘‘We keep the 
eighth day with joyfulness, the day on which Jesus 
rose again from the dead.’”’ Chapter 18. A.D. 140. 
Justin Martyr: ‘‘But Sunday is the day on which we 
all hold our common assembly, because Jesus Christ, 
“our Savior, on the same day rose from the dead.”’ 
Apology, chapter 67. A. D. 194, Clement of Alex- 
anaria, Leypt: “He, ‘in: fulfillment of, the precept, 
according to the gospel, keeps the Lord’s Day, 
when he abandons an evil disposition, and assumes 
that of the gnostic glorifying the Lord’s resurrection 
in himself.’’ Book 7, chapter 12. Ek, LOR. i Lets 
tullian in Africa, ‘‘We solemnize the day after Sat- 
urday in contradiction to those. who call this day 
their Sabbath.” Apology, chapter 16. Pliny in his 
letter to. Trajan A? Di107, says .of . Christians: 
“They were wont to meet together on a stated day 
before it was light.” Eusebius tells us what day 
this was, ‘‘By this is prophetically signified the ser- 
vice which is performed very early and every morning 
of the resurrection day throughout the whole world.” 
Pliny says: ‘It was their custom to separate and then 
come together again to a meal which they eat in 
common without any disorder.”’ 

We as Christians find ourselves with the first day 
as our day of devotion and rest. Also we find in the 
New Testament a complete system of morals forbid- 
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ding every wrong that the decalogue conden heels ‘i 
only they are more specific and heart-searching. He ¥ 
that hates his brother is a murderer, he is an adul- 











terer, who looks with desire, but has no opportunity — 
to enact such sins. objectively, and he is an idolater — 
who is covetous, by which a double infraction of law 
is committed. We obtain life by a faith that begets ~ a 
submission to God, then we are to maintain the 3 
morals of the New Testament Scriptures. * od fi 
I sum up and conclude with the subjoined facts. ‘ 
. The Old Testament. law commanding the ig 
De of the seventh day was repealed. ae 
an he Old) Testament predicted the abrogation oe 
of the Jewish Sabbath, and the setting apart of the 
-Lord’s Day to commemorate Christ’s resurrection 
and exaltation as the head-stone of the corner. 

3. After the resurrection of Christ there is nota 
single case given in the Scriptures where Christians 
had their assemblies for worship on the seventh day. 

4. The gatherings of Christians named in the 
Scriptures were on the first day of the week after 
-Christ’s resurrection. | | | 
. 5. The testimony of church fathers, historians, 
commentaries, and all the valid testimony accred- 
its, attests, and completely proves that it has been— A 
the custom of the siete to keep the first day from 
apostolic times. 
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